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¢i y- 
2 ima mater. i move that he be excused. 
. The motion was not agreed to. 


Harry Hipparb. No excuse offered. 
er. 7 


isaac E. Hiester. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I move that Mr. Hiesrer be 
at ised, as he is absent attending at the sick bed 
of his mother. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Cyement S. Hitt. No excuse offered. 
Mr. GREENWOOD. I move that all further 


-oreedings under the call be dispensed with; | 


am satisfied that no good result is to grow out of || 


this call. 


and windows are closed. I hope the House will 
agree to MY motuon. yy 
Phequestion was taken; and, upon division, there 
were—ayes 24, noes not counted. 
So the House refused to suspend all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. ; 
Toxics Hinnver. No excuse offered. 
1 ygopore G. Hunt. No excuse offered. 
Coun M. Incersoty. No excuse offered. 
Danie. T. Jones. No excuse offered. 
J.Guancy Jones. No excuse offered. 
Lawrence M. Kerrr. No excuse offered. 
Zepexian Kipweci. No excuse offered. 
Georce W. Kirtrepee. No excuse offered. 
Aurrep W. Lams. 
Mr. ROBBINS I move that Mr. Lams be ex- 


We are pressed with heat, as the doors | disease. 


| 
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! . . . 
He left some days ago, but I think not on || town last night, or this morning, on important 
ont of sickness. I belive he has gone to visit || business. 1 move that he be excused. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Epwin B. Morgan. No excuse offered. _ 

Wititiam Murray. No excuse offered. 

Davip A. Nosie. No excuse offered. 

Jesse O. Norron. No excuse offered. 

Epson B. O_ps. No excuse offered 

Anprew Oniver. No excuse offered. 

Morpecat Oniver. 

Mr. MiLLER, of Missouri. My colleague 
was quite unwell in the early part of the week, 
and | have no doubt he is unable to sit through 
the session without danger of the return of his 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

James L. Orr. No excuse offered. 
Samue. W. Parker. No excuse offered. 
Jarep V. Pecx. No excuse offered. 
Rurvus W. Pecxnam. No excuse offered. 
3isHop Perkins. No excuse offered. 
Joun Perkins. No excuse offered. 
Puiturp Puiirrs. No excuse offered. 
PauLtus Poweti. No excuse offered. 
James T. Pratt. No excuse offered. 
Cuartes Reapy. No excuse offered. 
Davin R. Reese. Excused. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If everybody is 


| to be excused, there is no use in calling the roll; 
| and [ therefore move that all further proceedings 


cused, as he has been unwell nearly the whole of || 


the session. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

James H. Lane. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. My colleague, Mr. 
Lave, is detained at home on account of sickness 
in his family, beyond all doubt. I move, there- 
fore, that he be excused, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
ge f. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mutton S. Latruam. 

Mr. DOWDELL. Mr. Latuam informed me 
yesterday that he was afflicted with chills and 
fever, and [ presume that he is now absent on ac- 
count of ill health. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Joun Lercuer. No excuse offered. 

James J. Linptry. No excuse offered. 

Witt D. Linpster. No excuse offered. 

Cates Lyon. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Lyon has not been in at- 
tendance here for many weeks ; and | have under- 
stood that he was sick at home. I trust he will 
be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

James A. McDoueatt. Noexcuse offered. 

Danter Mace. 

Mr.CHAMBERLAIN. I move that my col- 
league (Mr. Mace] be excused, for the reason 
that, for a number of days past—more than a 
week, indeed—two of his children have been sick. 
Although their health is improving, yet, in con- 
sequence of the fatigue which his wife has suffered 
incident to their sickness, Major Mace has been 
kept at home every minute of time when his duty 


He is quite unwell him- 


did not imperatively require him to be here. I || 


move, therefore, that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Orsamus B. Matreson. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Mar- 
teson has been sick last night and to-day. I | 
move that he be excused. 

A Memper. What is the matter with him.? 
Mr. WASHBURNE. He was taken sick last 
hight, and Is confined to the house to-day. 

he motion was agreed to. 

James Maurice. No excuse offered. 

Henry May. No excuse offered. 

James Meaenam. , 


Mr. SABIN. Mr. Meacnam has been sick for 
several weeks. I move that he be excused. 

he motion was agreed to. | 

eR MippLeswarrtu. 

| 


Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Mippieswarru left 
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in the call be dispensed with. 

‘The motion was not agreed to. 

Wirisram A. Ricuarpson. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
my colleague be excused, as he has been confined 
to the house several days by sickness. 

The motion was agreed to. ° 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I wish to inquire 


| of the Chair if gentlemen present themselves in 


the gallery and are excused, whether it relieves 
them from attendance upon the House? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly it does. 
Mr. JONES. Then I trust the House will 
not excuse them. 
Georce Reap 
Davi Ritcnte 
Tuomas Rircuey. 
Sicn H. Rocers. 
Mr. SHAW. I move that my colleague be 


RippLe. No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 
No excuse offered. 


| excused. I know he has been in very poor health 


for some time past, and I also know that Mrs. 


| Rogers was very much indisposed a few days 


| cused. 


since. I have no doubt he is absent on account 
of ill health. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Samuet L. Russett. No excuse offered. 
Russey Sace. 
Mr. ROWE. 


He went home a few days ago upon im- 


| portant business, and he is expected back every 


|| He is sick. 





day. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

James L. Sewarp. 

Mr.SAPP. I| move the gentleman be excused. 
He has been unwell for a number of 


“Ze. 
"he motion was agreed to. 


Origen S. Seymour. No excuse offered. 

Jacos SHuower. No excuse offered. 

Georce A. Simmons. No excuse offered. 

Orno R.Stwevetron. No excuse offered. 

CHARLES SKELTON. 

Mr. STRATTON. My colleague has been in 
ill health almost the entire session, and I move 
that he be excused. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Sxetrown has been here 
to-day, and went off when we commenced calling 
the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman was 
in the House after the committee rose. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Hesror L. Stevens. No excuse offered. 

Curistian M. Straus. No excuse offered. 

Joun J. Tayior. 

Mr. LILLY. I amrequested by Mr. Tartor, 
who is in the gallery, to say that, in the condition 
of his health, he thought it very improper to re- 
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I move that my coileague be ex- | 
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main here, and he therefore went home. [Laugh- 
ter, and cries of ** Order! ’”} 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I hope Mr. Tay- 
Lor will be excused. We have set the precedent 
in the case of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Reese,} and | think every man who makes his 
appearance in the gallery should be excused. 1 
make that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
Doorkeeper be instructed to admit the gentlemen 
who are in attendance outside. The only object 
of the call is to secure a quorum, and I hope they 
will be admitted. 

Mr. McNAIR. I submit that the motion of 
the gentleman is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that, as 
connected with the call of the House, it is im 
order to make such a motion. 

‘The question was taken; and Mr. Jonrs’s mo- 
tion was agreed to. 

‘The members in attendance were accordingly 
admitted. 

The call then proceeded. 

Anprew Tracy. 

Mr. SABIN. Mr. Tracy is sick, and utterly 
unable to be here. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Wittiam M. Tween. 

Mr. STUART, of Michigan. I move that 
Mr. Tween be excused. He has been suffering 
from indisposition for some days. He has been 
in his seat occasionally, but | presume he is un- 
able to be here to-day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Georce Vait. No excuse offered. 

Josuvua VANSANT. No excuse offered. 

Hiram Watprince. No excuse offered. 

Wirttiam A. Warkxer. No excuse offered. 

Samvuet H. Watiey. No excuse offered. 

Mixe Watusu. No excuse offered. 

Evwarp A. WarREN. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 
league be excused. 
ness in his family. 


I move that my col- 
He was called home by sick- 
I have heard from him lately, 
and he says that the sickness in his family sull 
continues. 

The motion was agreed to. 

IsnarL Wasusurn. No excuse offered. 

Daniet WexLs. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I move that my colleague 
be excused. He was unwell; and not thinking 
that we would sit so late, started off to Piney 
Point to get some fresh air. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Joun Wentwortu. No excuse offered. 

Joun Wueerer. No excuse offered. 

Danret B. Wricnt. No excuse offered. 

Henprick 8. Wrieur. 

Mr. TROUT. My colleague has been unwell 
for the last two or three days. 

Mr. PHELPS. Heis atthe door. Although 
unwell, he came up to the House in order to make 
aquorum. I move that he be admitted. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the 
House he has the right to come in. 

t1cHARD YATES. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
my colleague be excused. Heis unwell, and not 
able to be here. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Feux K. Zoruicorrer. No excuse offered. 

The SPEAKER. Ejighty-one gentlemen have 
answered to their names. As the House is aware, 
quite a number have come in since the call by 
permission. If it be the pleasure of gentiemen, 
the Chair will ascertain whether @ quorum be 
present. 

[Cries of ‘* Agreed!’’] 

The SPEAKER, (after counting the members 
present.) There are ninety-one members pres- 


| ent, and it is now for the House to determine 


what order it will take in the matter. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Is it in order to move that 
we take a recess until eight o’clock this evening? 
The SPEAKER. t motion can orly be 
entertained by unanimous consent. 
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Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. [I object toit. And | 
I move that all further proceedings under the cal! | 


be dist ensed with. Ff 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I move, and I 
think the motion will have precedence, that the 
Sergeant-at-Arms be ordered to bring the absent 
members to the bar of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The motion first made is 
first in order. 

{Here a message waa received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by Sypvey Wensrer, 
Esq., his Private Secretary, notifying the House 
tha the had approved and signed biils of the follow- 
ing titles: 

A bill to aid the Territory of Minnesota in the 
conetruction of a railroad therein; and 

An act to establieh the offices of surveyor gen- 


eral of New Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska, to 


grant donations to actual settlers therein, and for 
other purposes. } 

[A message was also received from the Senate, 
by Asnsery Dicxtns, Esq., their Secretary, in- 
forming the House that the Senate had passed, 
without amendment, bills of the House of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act to create and provide a pension for 
David Towle; 

An act making appropriations to defray the ex- 
penses of the Cayuse war; 

An act to increase the salaries of the executive 
and judicial officers in Oregon, New Mexico, 
Washington, Utah, and Minnesota; and 

An act for the relief of Pamela Brown, the 
widow of Major General Jacob Brown, late of the 
United States Army, deceased. 

Also, that the Senate have passed bills of the 
following titles: 

An act to provide for the payment of such cred- 
itors of the late Republic of ‘Texas as are com- 
preliended in the act of Congress of September 9, 
1850; 

An act for the relief of Magdelena Van Ness, 
widow of Cornelius Van Ness, deceased; and 

An act making a grant of land to the State of 
Towa in alternate sections, to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in said State. 

In which he was directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the House. } 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and, upon a division, 
there were-—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to make a motion, in 
all candor, to the House: and that is, that the 
House excuse me from further attendance to-day. 

A Memser. For what reason? 


I move that the 


Mr. HAVEN. Because | am fatigued and tired || 


eut. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So. Mr. Haven was excused. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I move that the Ser- 
geant-at Arms be sent for the absentees. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a point of order: 


whether less than a majority of the House can 


excuse a member from attendance? 


The SPEAKER. There is no question about | 


the power of the House to excuse a gentleman 
from attendance at this time. It is possible they 
have the power to excuse him altogether. The 
question, however, does not arise at this time. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I wish to say that 
Mr. Rircuie, of Ohio, was unwell, and has been 
in his bed from ten o’clock in the morning till four 
o’clock this afternoon. A messenger was sent for 
him, and he got out of his bed, and is now here. 
I move that he be excused from further attendance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks pardon of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Apercrom- 
i but another motion was submitted by the 

entieman fgom Indiana, (Mr. CuamBeratn,] 
that all further proceedings under the call be dis- 
pensed with. 

Mr, KNOX demande the yeas and nays. 

Only thirteen gentlemen rising in the affirmative, 
Pe were not ordered. 

he question was then taken; and, upon a di- 
vision, there were—ayes twenty-eight—noes not 
counted, 


So the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. HUGHES. I desire to make this sugges- t 
have placed ourselves ina | members have come in—— 


tion. It seems that we 
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- 
dilemma. We areall of usus anxious that the bus- 


iness transacted in Committee of the W hole House 
should be reported to the House, and there acted 
upon. We areail anxious that nothing should be 
t t has been spent in committee 

te, there bt that the 

» Tio nit Monday will put us 
l e business 
which has transpired in committee to-day. 1 
trust that we will now adjourn, leaving it to the 
good sense of the House on Monday to act upon 


yhere we can act upon ti 


Lois Dusine ° 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is this debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. Debateis not in order. 

Mr. HUGHES. I move, then, that we adjourn. 

The question was taken; and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 39, noes 43. 

So the | louse refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentieman from Alabama, [Mr. Aper- 
CROMBIE,] that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to 
hunt up, take into custody, and bring before the 
bar, the absent meinbers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAIGE. If that motion ts debatable, I 
want to or pose if, 

The SPEAKER. Itis net debatable, accord- 
ing the practice of the House. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Alabama to withdraw his motion. He is 
his motion 


not, perhaps, aware of the fact, that if 
were agreed to, it would 
who are absent to inconvenience, and to a fine to 
be imposed by the House. 

Several Members. That is the thing we want. 

Mr. CRAIGE. I desire to oppose the motion 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 

{Cries of **Order !”? ** Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER. Toa very limited extent the 
Chair thinks that the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama is debatable. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
tion. 

Several Memeers. I renew it. 

Mr. HOUSLON. The object of allof us is 
not to go throuch with a call of the House if we 
can geta quorum. But we have been almost this 
entire session of Congress struggling to get a quo- 
rum here to do business. Now, as several mem- 
bers have come into the Hall since the Chair 


subject those gentlemen 


I withdraw my mo- 


counted the House, I ask the Speaker would it | 
not be competent for him to ascertain whether | 


there is a quorum present, so as to enable us to 


transact busines? Several gentlemen have come || 


in since. 
TheSPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the House 


| that the Chair ascertain whether there is a quorum 


present? 

[Cries of ** Yes! ”’ ** Yes! ”’] 

After a count, the Speaker announced that there 
were eighty-four members in their seats. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 
no further obstacie interposed to the continuance 
of this call till weshall have got a quorum. I hope 
the Sergeant-at-Arms will be dispatched to bring 
in the absent members. 

{Cries of ** Question! ”’ ** Question ! ’’] 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question ison the mo- 
tion to dispatch the Sergeant-at-Arms for the ab- 
sentees,. 

Mr. CRAIGE. Iask the Chair what sort of 
propriety will it be in the House to send the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms after one portion of the members, 
after having given permission to another portion 
tocomein? Weattempted this same miserable 
farce once before, at the commencement of the 
session. Wethen dispatched theSergeant-at-Arms 


to bring in the absentees; and gentlemen who | 
acted in good faith, and were compelled to vote | 
against excusing absentees, afterwards saw the | 


5 


doors thrown open, and members allowed to come | 
I do not believe this is fair | 


in without question. 
or just. 
Ar. McMULLIN. 
put a stop to this call. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
cussion in order ? 
The SPEAKER. Discussion is in order, if 
entlemen confine themselves to the question pend- 


[ appeal to gentlemen to 


Is this dis- 


ing, Which is as to the propriety of sending the | 


Sergeant-at-Arms for members. 

Mr. McMULLIN. There were only some 
seventy members present when the House was 
counted. Since that time some ten or twelve 


I trust there will be 


A Voice. Twenty. 

Mr. MeMULIAN. § fifteen oF ty 
members have come in nin ion, Sweaty 

Mr. TAYLOR. Well, I propose that 
their excuses. 

Mr. CRAIGE. If we were to send thes 
geant-at-Arms after those now absent havi ae 
lowed some twenty members to come In tn = 
it would be acting discourteously towards “tok 
absentees. [Laughter.] these 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I rise to a questi 
order. Is this matter debatable? =< 

The SPEAKER. It is in order so far as I 
gentleman bas gone? the 

Mr. CRAIGE. I think it advisable that 
should pass these private bills. And if there “em 
majority of the House on Monday willing to te 
them, we can pass them without any difficulty 

Mr.McMULLIN. I again appeal to the Hous 
to dispense with all further proceedings in the call, 
and [ move that the House do now adjourn, _ 

The motion was put; and there being, on 
division of the question—ayes 40, noes 40. ; 

Mr. FAULKNER demanded the yens ani 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de. 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 54, nays 34; ag fol. 


lows: 


Me Near 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Barksdale, Barry, Ren. 
son, Bridges, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, ‘Chamberlain 
Craige, John G. Davis, Thomas Davis. Dent, Dowdel’ 
Eastman, Fenton Goodrich, Greenwood, Hendricks, Henn, 
lowe, Hughes, Hunt, George W. Jones, Roland Jones 
Kerr, Knox, McCulloch, MeMullin, McQueen, John Gg 
Miller, Morrison, Mordecai Oliver, Powell, Preston, Pur. 
year, Reese, Riddle, Robbins, Rowe, Sabin, Shannon 
Shaw, Simmons, Gerrit Smith, William Smith, George Ww. 
Smyth, Joon L. Tavior, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurstop 
Wade, Eilihu B. Washburne, Tappan Wentworth, and 
Witte—A4. ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Appleton, Belcher, Chrisman 
Cobb, Crocker, Edgerton, English, Faulkner. Florence, 
Aaron Harlan, Johnson, Kurtz, Lilly, MeNair, Macy, May. 
well, Mayall, Smith Miller, Millson, Nichols, Packer, Pep 
nington, Phelps, Pringle, Ruffin, Russell, Sapp, Stration, 
David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Trout, Upham, and Hendrick 
B. Wright—34. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at thirty-five minutes past six) ad- 


| journed until Monday next. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpary, July 24, 1854. 
Prayer by Rev. Henry Sticer. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
RockweE t to fill the vacancy in the committee on 
the memorial of IthielS. Richardson, in reference 
to his plan for an atmospheric telegraph, occa- 
sioned by the resignation of Mr. Evererr. 


PENAL CODES OF EUROPE. 


Mr. ALLEN. I wish to propose to the Senate 

to print an extra number of Senate Document, 

|No. 68. It is a very important document not 

only for the use of the Senate, but for the public 

atlarge. Jtisa communication from Mr, Sanford, 

late chargé d’affaires at Paris, giving information 
as to the penal codes of Europe. 

The PRESIDENT. What number of exira 
copies does the Senator propose? 

Mr. ALLEN. I believe each Senator now has 
one. Each should certainly have six or eight; 
and therefore six hundred copies seems to me to be 
small enough. The type is now in form, and 
hence the additional cost will be merely the ex- 
pense of press-work and paper. 

Mr. CASS. This isa very important document 
which has been collected with a great deal of 
labor and research, containing the penal codes of 

|| Europe, together with she peculiar administration 
of France. It contains information which canno 
| be got otherwise. It will be money well applied 
|| for the public use to appropriate a sam for this 
| printing. But I do not think the number mov 
|| by the honorable Senator is sufficient. I do not 
pthink we can better dispose of the public funds, 
| than to expend a small amount for the distribution 
| of this information among the people. ; 

| Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Why not make it five 

thousand? 

| Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to thet. 
\| The type is now in form and it will not cost much. 
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vir. DOUGLAS. I would suggest to the Sen- Lucas, and that he had bee 


- from Rhode Islgnd, to make it five thousand. 
tor 0 . es 

. oor we have gone to the expense of composition, 
nv» extra press-work and paper will amount to 


— \ LLEN. Then I movethat five thousand 


eopies be printed. 

[he motion was agreed to. 

yg. PETTIT’S REMARKS ON MR. BENTON 8 
; LETTER. 

Mr.PETTIT. Mr. President, I ask the indul- 
see of the Senate to allow mea few minutes to 
eoly to a letter which has been in circulation in 
the papers. I hope there will be no objection. 
“Tne PRESIDENT. If there be no objection 
the Senator will proceed. 

There was no objection. — 

Mr. PETTIT. Mr. President, I ask the in- 
dulzence and attention of Senators for a few mo- 
ments, while I call to their notice a most remark: 
able letter, which is going the rounds of the 
It is as follows: 


genc 


newspapers. 
Wasninoton, Saturday, June 17, 1854. 


Srp: Your letter has just been received, informing me 
that Mr. Pettit, in a public speech in your tuwn, stated 
shat | was the first man to break the Missouri coinpromise 
“hat [hada law passed by Congress, annexing to the 
State a large territory, &e. Sir, your Senator is a great 
iiaranda dirty dog, falsifying public history for a criminal 
urpose. The Missouri compromise line was not vio 
ited in annexing the Platte country. Both parties to the 
compromise agreed to it, the free States being unanimous. 
There were not even yeas and nays upon it. The Gen- 
eral Assembly of Missouri requested it. We applied to the 
members personally and individually for their consent, 
which they gave; and without their consent no movement 
was made, or would have been made. The journals prove 
this. There is a full aceonnt of it in my ‘* Thirty Years 
View,’ in the chapter headed “ Extension of the Missouri 
Boundary’’—also in my late Nebraska speecl: it is briefly 
alluded to, and that is probably all that the dirty dog knew 
about it, and which he falsified to answer his criminal pur- 
poses. I send you some of my Nebraska speeches, and I 
hope you will find the chapter in the “ Thirty Years,” and 
see that this change in the line was asked as a hoon from 
the northern States, and by them granted in a spirit of kind- 
ness, and in a way to prove that they would not suffer anti- 
slavery feelings to prevent them from doing an act of great 
favor tothe State of Missouri, and for which all Missouri 
was thankful at the time, and [ am still. Mr. Perrir must 
fee| that his cause is villainous when he can thus stand up 
before his constituents to falsify public history, and to jus 
tify his own violation of the Missouri comproinise, by tell- 
ing alie upon me. 


Repectfully, THOMAS H. BENTON. 
James Howe, Esq., Lafayette, Indiana. 


This letter is as ridiculous as it is stranzge—as 
absurd as it is low, coarse, and vulgar. If Mr. 
Benton can make any one believe that I ama 
liar, he will have done that which no one who in- 
imately knows me does, can, or will believe. I 
shave always sought after and endeavored to speak 
the truth in all things. I love her name, cherish 
her form, and adore her substance, and | would 
not willingly pervert or pollute either. 
is devoid of sincerity and truth, is without the 
necessary helm to guide him safely over the dan- 
gerous sea of life, and will inevitably become a 
prey to counter winds and currents, and must 
strand upon its shoals or wreck upon its rocks. 

Mr. President, if I do not establish, beyond a 
cavil, that Colonel Benron is a wicked and ma- 
licious falsifier of truth, or an imbecile and dotard, 
{ will, in all future time, submit to the epithets he 
has applied to me. 

On the 12th of June last I was at home, La- 
fayette, Indiana, and made a speech to a large 
collection of my immediate constituents and neigh- 
bors. The speech turned principally upon the 
Kansas and Nebraska act, and the Missouri com- 
promise. } showed that the act of 1820 was not 
the real compromise or terms upon which Mis- 
souri came into the Union; but that it was Mr. 
Clay’s resolution, a year afterwards, that was 
entitled to that honor or appellation. I showed 
that the act of 1820 was not a compromise or com- 
pact in the sense in which its friends contended 
for it; but that it was a mere act of Congress, sub- 
ject, a8 any other act, to repeal by the present or 


any other Congress, as, in their judgment, expe- 


diency should justify or require. 


yg euren's speech of April 25, 1854, in the | 
ouse of Representatives, had been largely circu- 


— and was much appealed to then; and those 
y © heretofore had been heard a thousand times 
° Sty that he was a thief of money stolen in 
oa Carolina, and secreted in his cravat, and 
at he had, under the pretense of an honorable 


duel, committed a cold-blooded murder, that of | 


He who | 
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n guilty of all the 


| crimes known to the black catalogue of infamy, 


were now the loudest and most boisterous im 
singing his praise and referring to his speech 
To show that Mr. Benron was not reliable, and 
that he could not safely be followed, and that the 
act of 1820 was nota sacred compact that could 
not be altered, changed or violated, I said that 
Colonel Benton had, in 1836, sixteen years after 
its passage, procured the passage of another act 
of Congress changing, altering, repealings abro- 
gating and violaling, pro tanto, the act of 1820, 
called the Missouri compromise, and I read the 
following act and proclamation: 


An act to extend the western boundary of the State of 
Missouri to the Missouri river 

Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Representatices 
of the United States gf America in Congress assembled, 
That when the Indian title to all the lands lying between 
the State of Missouri and the Missouri river shall be ex 
tinguished, the jurisdiction over said lands shall be hereby 
ceded to the State of Missouri, and the western boundary 
of said State shall be then extended to the Missouri river, 
reserving to the United States the original right of soil in 
said lands, and of disposing of the same: Provided, That 
this act shall not take effect until the President shall, by 
proclamation, declare that the Indian title to said lands has 
been extinguished, nor shall it take effectuntil the State of 
Missouri shail have assented to the provisions of this act. 

Approved June 7, 1836 

( United States Statutes, vol. 5, p. 32.) 

Proclamation issued by the President of the 
United States, under the act of June 7, 1836: 


By the President of the United States of America. 
A PROCLAMATION. 

Whereas, by an act of Congress of the 7th of June, 1836, 
it was enacted that when the Indian title to all the lands 
lying between the State of Missouri and the Missouri river 
should be extinguished, the jurisdiction over said land 
should be ceded by the said act to the State of Missouri, 
and the western boundary of said State should be then ex 
tended to the Missouri river, reserving to the United States 
the original right of soil in said lands, and of disposing of 
the same ; and whereas, it Was in and by the said act pro 
vided that the same should not take effect until the Pres 
ident should, by proclamation, declare that the Indian title 
to said lands had been extinguished, nor until the State of 
Missouri should have assented to the provisions of the said 
act. And whereas, an act was passed by the General As- 
sembly of the State of Missouri, on the l6th of December, 
1836, expressing the assent of the said State to the provis- 
ions of the said act of Congress, a copy of which act of the 
General Assembly, duly authenticated, has been officially 
eommunicated to this Government, and is now on file in 
the Department of State: 

Now, therefore, I, Martin Van Buren, President of the 
United States of America, do, by this my prociamation, 
declare and make known, that the Indian title to all the 
said lands lying between the State of Missouri and the Mis- 
souri river, has been extinguished, and that the said act of 
Congress ef the 7th June, 1°36, takes effect from the date 
hereof. 

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, this 
28th day of March, A. D. 1837, and of the Independence 
of the United States of America the sixty first. | 

MARTIN VAN BUREN, 
By the President: 
Joun Forsytn, Secretary of State. 

( United States Statutes, vol. 5, Appendiz. ) 

This was so plain a contradiction of his present 
course and late speech that it was a damper on his 
new friends and admirers; and one of them, Mr. 
James Horn, who was, and still is, a Whig, not 
knowing the history of this matter, wrote to Ben- 
ron for light, and to know, I suppose, if he could 
not make some apology forthis glaring and absurd 
inconsistency. Benton, goaded and maddened at 
having his tergiversations and contradictory course 


' and actions thus brought to light, and he exposed 


to the gaze and scorn of all honest and intelligent 
men, wrote the above letter, which would not be 
creditable to a lunatic in an asylum or the guiltiest 


| felon in a penitentiary. 


It will be seen that he admits in this letter all I 
charged him with; that is, he procured the passage 
of the first act that Wiolated, changed, or repealed 
the act of 1820, by taking a part of this free terri- 
tory and making it slave by act of Congress in 


| adding it to the State of Missouri, whose consti- || 


tution established and protected slavery, thus cre- 
ating slavery in territory larger than two of the 
small States, by act of Congress. It did not leave 
it to the people as the Kansas and Nebraska act 
does, but forced slavery upon them by law. This 
is the only instance where slavery has been ex- 
tended over free territory since the organization of 
this Government; and this was done by act of 
Congress procured by Colonel Benton, and not 
by the people. 

In this letter, Colonel Benton, unfortunately 
for himself and his consistency, (for I had never | 
read a line in his work before,) refers tohis Thirty | 
Years, and, on turning to the first volume of that || 


2 1875 


work, at page 626, ! find a chapter headed ‘* Ex- 
tension of the Missouri Question,”’ which is as 
follows: 


“ This was a measure of great moment to Missouri. and 
full of diff culties in itself, and requiring a deubie process 
to accomplish tt—an act of Congress to extend the bound 
ary, and an Indian treaty to remove the bodians ta @ pew 
home. it was to extend the existing boundary of the State 
sO as 10 include a triangle between the existing line and 
the Missouri river, large enough to form seven countics of 
the first class, and fertile enough to sustain the densest 
population. The difficulties were threetold ; 

“1. To make stl larger a State which was already one 
of the largest in the Union. 

“2. To remove Indians from a possession which had 
just been assigned to them in perpetuity. 

* 3. ‘To alter the Missouri compromise line in relation to 
slave territosy, aud thereby convert frre soil into slave soil, 

** The two first difficulues were serious—the third wormide- 
able; and, in the then state of the public mind in relation 
to slave territory, this enlargement of & great slave State, 
and by converting free soil into slave, and impairing the 
compromise ine, was an almost impossible undertaking, 
and in no way to be accomplished without a generou~ co- 
operation trom the members of the tree States. ‘They 
were a majority in the House of Representatives, and no 
act of Congress could pass tor altering the compromise bee 
without their aid: they were equal in the Senate, wie re 
no treaty for the removal of the Ludians could be ratified 
except by a concurrence of two thirds—and all there dif- 
culties lo be overcome at a time when Congress was 
intlane d with angry debates upon abolition petitions, trans- 
mission Of incendiary publications, imputed designe to 
abolish slavery; and the appearance of the criminating 
article in South Carolina entitled the * Crisis,’ announcing 
a southern convention and a secession, it certain northern 
States did not suppress the aboliuon societies within ther 
limits within a himited time. 

‘© In the face of all these discouraging obstacles the two 
Missouri Senators, Messrs. Benton and Linn, commie ced 
their operations. The first step was to procure a bill tor he 
alteration of the compromise line and the extension of the 
boundary ; it was obtained from the Judiciary Committee, 
reported by Mr. Johu M. Clayton, of Delaware. and passed 
the Senate without material opposition; it went tothe House 
of Represeutatives, and found there no serious opposition to 
its passage. A treaty was negotiated with the Sac and Fox 
Indians, to whom the country had been assigued, and was 
ratified by the requisite two thirds: and this, besides dung 
an act of generous justice to the State of Missouri, was the 
noble answer which nerthern members gave to the imputr d 
design of abolishing slavery in the States! actually extend- 
ing it! and by an addition equal in extent to such States as 
Delaware and Rhode Isiand ; and by its fertility equal teone 
of the third class of States ; and this accomplished by the + x- 
traordinary process of altering a compromise line intended to 
be perpetual, and the reconversion of sol which bad been 
slave, and made free, back agnin from free to slave 5; and all 
this when, had there been the least di- position to impede the 
proper extension ofa slave State, there were plausible rm a- 
sons enough to cover an opposition, in the serious « hyect- 
ions to enlarging a State already the largestin the Union-—to 
removing Indians again from a home to which they bad just 
been removed under a national pledge of ne more remevais 
—and to disturbing the compromise line of 1220, on wt ich 
the Missouri question had been setiled; and the line be 
tween free and slave territory, fixed tor national reasons, to 
remain forever. The author of this view wae part sud 
parcel of all that transaction—remembers well the anxiety 
of the State to obtain the extension—her joy at obaimng 
it—the gratitude which all felt to the northern members, 
without whose aid it could not have been done, and whore 
magnanimous assistance, under such trying circumetances, 
he now records as one of the proofs (this work contains 
many others) of the willingness of the non saveholding 
part of the Union to be just and generous te their slave- 
holding brethren, even in disregard »f cherished prejudices 
and offensive criminations, It was the second great proof 
to this effect at this identical session, the ratification vi the 
Georgia Cherokee treaty being the other.” 


In this extract it will be seen that Colonel Ben- 
ton boasts of, and prides himself upon, the ac- 
complishment of this very thing, and of driving 
the Indians from this very territory that had then 
but lately been ceded and promised by treaty to 
them forever, and had greatly added to the then 
largest State in the Union. One weuld be led to 
believe, from reading this extract, that he regarded 
this alteration and repeal of the Missourt com- 
promise as the brightest, most dazzling, and tri- 
umphant achievement of his thirty year senator- 
al career. But I desire to call atten'ion to a few 
extracts from his Kansas and Nebraska speech 
of the 25th of April last, to show his proneness 
to falsehood, the wickedness of his heart, or the 
imbecility of his head. On page first he says: 

‘‘Mr. Chairman, if any bill to impair the Missouri com- 
promise line of 1820 had been brought into thre House by a 
member from a slave State, or under the administration of 
a President elected from a slave State, | should have 


deemed it my duty to have met it at the threshold, and w 
have made the motion which the pariiamestary law pre 


| scribes for the repulse of subjects which are not fit to ke con- 


sidered; I should have moved its rejection at the first 


reading.”’ 


This will be seen to be utterly false, and a mere 
pretense; for the bill of 1826, that he admits avd 


| boasts of having procured to be brought in to im- 


pee the Missouri compromise line of 1520, was 
rought in by the Hon. Jouw M. Crarxron, then, 
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nas now, an honored Senator from Delaware, a | oneand the money ismine! Thereis no evidence 


slave State; and Andrew Jackson, of Tennessee, | 


a slave State, was Pcesident of the United States. 


| 
} 


W hot beautiful and truthful consistency Mr. Ben- 


ron iscaught in here! Again, he says: 


©} had come into political life upon that compromise. T 


had stood upen it above thirty years, and intended to stand | 


upon itto the end—solitary and alone, if need be. 


To show that this is utterly false, | need only 
refer to the above extract from his ‘** Thirty 
Years ’’—the act of 1836, and the following ex- 
tract from the same speech, taken from page eight: 


‘¢ The same votes gave us the Platte country ; seven fine 
countries added to the State! and that by altering the com 
promise line toinelude it, and actually converting that fine 
region from free soil toslave soil. Northern votes enabled 
it to be. done: northern votes altered above an hundred 
miles of the compromise line for our benefit, upon our re 
quest; and | will never be ungrateful to the North for it, 
nor requite it by a breach of the line to their prejudice. 
And how did we obtain the northern votes which were 
necessary for all these measures—the appropriations and 
treaties for all these Indian removals, and forthatalteration | 
of the compromise line which gave us the beautiful Platte 
country ? How did the Missouri delegation of that day— 
the most amiable and talented Dr. Linn andmyself, in the 
Senate, and General Ashley in the House—how did we ob- 
tain that great boon forour State? Did we get these votes | 
by belching Abolitionism against the North? No!no! we 
got them by appealing to the justice, and the fraternal feel 
ings of our northern brethren, and to which we never ap- 

* pealed once in vain—who, in the last hard trial to get the 
Cherokees out of Georgia, gave us fourteen affirmative 
votes to balance seven negatives from the South, and saved 
the treaty by one vote. And 1, who was part of all these 
transactions, accustomed to solicit northern votes, and ex 
press thanks forthem, will not now return them evil for 
good by attempting to deprive them of their share of acom- | 
promise which we imposed upon them.”’ 


He says ** he will not now return evil for good, 
by attempting to deprive them (the North) of their | 
share of a compromise which we (the South) im- | 
posed upon them.’’ How very kind! After he has 


taken the ‘beautiful Platte country, seven coun- || 


ties of the first class, equal in size to two of the 
emall States, and ‘in richness of soil to a third 
class State,’ and, in fact, all that was once valu- 
able and desirable, and converted it from free to 
slave territory, he does not now wish to deprive 
the North of their share. 


get this territory added to Missouri ‘by belching || 


Abolitionism against the North;”’ that is, not by an | 
open, bold, manly, and statesmanlike act, but with | 
the still, sly, cunning, and stealthy action of the | 
thief in the night, and with the serpent’s guile in 

his heart, a lie on his tongue, and the deceptive | 
but false smile of friendship upon his face; as | 
Satan approached Eve, so Benton approached the | 
northern members of Congress in 1836, and he | 
got them unanimous! 


the compromises of the Constitution, the ordi- 
nance of 1787, and the Missouri compromise, he 
Bays: 

«Thus, all these compromises are settlements of existing 
questions, and intended to be perpetnal. They are all, then, 
of equal moral validity.’’ 

If this be a moral question, and it is a moral | 
wrong to alter or repeal the act of 1820, how much 
more moral guilt and turpitude rests on Colonel | 
Benton for having so corrupted all of Congress as 


But he says he did not || 


to get an unanimous vote, as he says in his letter, || 


for his bill of 1836, than on the friends of the late | 


measure, who were only able to get a small ma- || 


jority, and, therefore, have a less sin to answer | 
for? 
In this letter, Benron says I falsify public his- 
tory to justify my violation of the Missouri com- 
pone. It would be well and very gratifying to 
is new friends if he would point out what par- 
Surely it 


ticle of public ete have falsified. 
ears.’ _ But I needed no 


is not his ** Thirty 


the eonviction of my own judgment that it was 
proper and expedient todo so. It was a mere 
act of legislation, and was repealable at the will 
and pleasure of Congress. According to Benton 
it was no compact or agreement, but was forced 
and imposed by the South upon the North. 

He says it was resisted at the time by the North 
—acquiesced in afterwards, and thereby they be- 
came bound by it. Beautiful logic. x robs B; 
B resista at the time, but, for want of strength, 
acquiesces and suffers his money to be taken. 
When B gets strength and assistance he demands 
of A a restoration. A says, true you resisted the 
robbery at the time, but, for wantof strength, you | 
acquiesced, and that makes the transaction a fair 


justification for a repeal of the act of 1820, but } 
| 


| 


} 
| 


i 
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that the North acquiesced in this measure, for 
Mr. Benton says that the North were unanimous 
for its repeal in 1836, and the pessage of Benton’s 
repealing act of that year was moved in the House 
of Representatives by a member from a free State, 
Mr. Everett, of Vermont. 
residue of that measure was brought in by aSen- 
ator from a free State, and |, as a northern man, 
and Senator from a free State, demanded its re- 
peal, because it was unequal, unjust, and degrad- 
ing to the North. It, in substance, said to the 
North, you are not capable of establishing your 
own institutions north of 36° 30’. You do not 
know what will be best for you, and we will there 
bind you and fix your institutions for you; but the 
gentlemen of the South know what instructions 
they want and what are proper for them, and they 
may go south of that line and control themselves. 
This created an invidious distinction, and it is not 
strange that northern men should have been most 
anxious and active for its repeal and abrogation. 
On page two of his speech, he says: 

‘“*The third one—that of the Missouri anti-slavery line 
—Was not made upon agreement. It was imposed by 
votes—by the South upon the North—resisted by the North 
atthe time—acquiesced in afterwards: and by that acqui- 
escence became a binding covenant between both parties ; 
and the more so on the South because she imposed it. I 


repeat, it Was an Imposition, not a compact.”’ 
* * * * * * * * 

“This brings us to the question of repeal, or abrogation 
of these compromises. The ouein the Constitution cannot 
be got rid of withont an amendment to that instrument; 
and is, therefore, bevond the reach of Congress. The other 
two, being in the form of statutes, are subjects of legisla- 
tion, and legally repealable by Congress.’?’ 


The power to repeal is here plainly and fully 
admitted by Mr. Benron. Hear with what ease 
and directness he contradicts his ** Thirty Years.” 
On page four of his speech he says: 

** | have stood upon the Missouri compromise for thirty 
years.” 

And again, on the same page, he says that the 
Legislature of Missouri, in 1847, passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


** Resolved, That the peace, permanency, and welfare of 
our national Union depend upon a strict adherence to the 
letter and spirit of the eighth section of the act of Congress 
of the United States entitled ‘.4n act to authorize the 
people of the Missouri Territory to forma constitution and 
State government, and for the admission of such Stute into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States, and 
to prohibit slavery in certuin territories,’ approved March 
6, 1820.” 


This must have been a withering rebuke to | 


3ENTON, after having, in 1836, procured the repeal 
of that act pro tanto, and not strictly adhered to 


| either its ** letter or spirit;’? and | do not wonder 


On page second of hie speech,in speaking of || that, after this severe chastisement from his State, 


and that a slave State, that he should dread to at- 
tempt a second repeal, as the whipped child dreads 
the rod. 

Mr. President, can any man say that I did Ben- 
TON & wrong, or incorrectly cited histury? but, on 
the contrary, must not all say that | charged him 
with nothing more than is true, and only what he 
has recorded in history, and claims for himself? 


This being the case, to what are we to look as the || 


We can | 


only ascribe it to the native depravity of a corrupt, | 


reason of his writing so beastly a letter? 


malicious, and wicked heart, or to the frenzied 
ravings of a brain made a barren waste and a men- 


tal and moral chaotic wilderness by the withering | 


but just hand of God laid upon it in punishment 
for black and numerous precedent crimes. 


an imbecile and dotard, I wil 

Mr. MASON said: Mr. President, I, with very 
great reluctance, interfere with any gentleman’s 
desire to make a personal explanation; but, with- 


| out any reference to the parties concerned in this 


matter, I submit to the honorable Senator, as a 
matter of precedent, whether it would be right or 
expedient in the Senate for a member of the Sen- 
ate to reflect in the manner he is manifestly about 
to reflect on a member of the other House? 

Mr. PETTIT. In reply, I have only to say 
this: that Colonel Benton charges me with things 
that, if true, render me totally unfit for the asso- 
ciation of gentlemen and Senators. I ask the in- 
dulgence of the Senate, and I appeal to that Sen- 
ator to allow me to proceed. 

Mr. MASON. I rise to a question of order 
purely. The assault which the honorable Sena- 


The late repeal of the || 


July 24, 


———.. 


|| tor says has been made upon hi : 
through the public jouruale, oa he mes nw 
i a CE 5 of order—_ ® 

Mr. PETTIT. I had 

togoon. The Senator Arrmcecyr ” Senate 
. make his point of 
order now, as he did not make it before, 7 
| Mr. MASON. The Senate, I take it for gra 

; , ‘ : : : Nted 
gave the assent. I certainly did—without he 

knowledge of the kind of remark in which the S. : 
ator conceived himself authorized to indulge. * 
is because of the tenor of his remarks that | thi : 
it right to make my point of order. J again with 

| out any reference whatever to either of the ve : 

| tlemen who are involved in this, submit that it Hi 
not in order in the Senate to reflect upon the 
motives cr to use injurious language i 
member of the oie House. i | 

Mr. PETTIT. I hope the Senate will ali, 
me to proceed. They have once given me o 
and I do not think I ought to be interrupted 

Mr. MASON. I must insist on the poi 
order as a matter of propriety between th 
Houses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvapy 
in the Chair.) The history of this matter, asthe 
present occupant of the chair understands, is, that 
the Senate gave unanimous consent to the Sena. 

_ tor from Indiana to make a personal explanation 

Mr. PETTITT. Iam making it. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Cheir 
thinks that, in making a personal explanation 
the same rules of order apply as in any other / 
bate; and, therefore, in making a personal explana- 

| tion a Senator has not the right to reflect ona 
/ member of the other House. 

Mr. PETTIT. 1 take an appeal from the de. 
cision of the Chair. 1 was not referring to hig 
{[Mr. Benton’s] conduct as a member of the 
other House; | was referring to his conduct out 
of doors; not as a member of the House. | was 

| not referring to anything done by him in the 
House, nor as a member one way or the other, 
| I did not refer to him asa member of the other 
House, nor to anything which he had done asa 
member. I was not, therefore referring toa mem- 
| ber of the other House. 
| ThePRESIDING OFFICER. What the Sen- 
| ator from Indiana has said, the present occupant 
| of the Chair did not hear, as he was not in the 
Senate Chamber. The Chair merely sustained 
| the point of order raised by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr. PETTIT. That is what I object to. | 
have not said, and am not going to say, anything 
of him as a member of the other House, or asa 
member of Congress; but I was speaking, and am 

_about to speak, of what has been done and said’ 
| by him out of the House, and not as a member of 


leave, 
how, 
nt of 
e two 


|| that body. I have read the letter on which I wish 


| to comment. 

| Mr. MASON. Itis very true, I doubt not, that 

| the Senator had not proceeded sufficiently far in 
his remarks for the Senate to form a judgment as 


|| to precisely what he was aboutto say. As faras 


| L understood him, there were no reflections cast 
ona member of the other House for any act of 
his in that House, but they were reflections and 
epithets applied to a member of the other House, 


| and applied by a Senator in his place in the Sen- 


| ate. That is the point of order that [ raise. _ 
Mr. PETTIT. I reply to him — as a citi- 
zen for an act done asa citizen. I do not refer 


|| to him asa member of the other House in any 
When Mr. Perrir uttered these words: ‘If | 
| I do not establish beyond cavil that Colonel Ben- | 
TON is a wicked and mailicioug falsifier of truth, or | 
all future time’’— | 


remarks of mine. . 

Mr. MASON. But still he is known to this 
House as a member of the other House. 

Mr. PETTIT. I think I am in order. I bad 
the leave of the Senate to proceed; I am not s#y- 
ing anything of a member of the other House; and 
I should like to know in what I am out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hes 
already stated to the Senator and to the Senate, that 
what the Senator from Indiana had said, the pres 
ent occupant of the Chair was not advised 0 
not being in the Senate at the time. He there 
fore, simply decides the point of order, that 18 
not in order, in a personal explanation, to refer \0 
a member of the other House acting as such or (0 
reflect on his charaeter, 

Mr. PETTIT. 1 do not propose to do any such 
thing, and when I do, the Senator can call me! 
order. : 

Mr. MASON. Do I understand the Chair * 
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. i} 
the other House, for an action not done in the || 
Hehe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair in- | 

is to decide, and does decide, on his recollec- 
FP of the rule, that the rule is limited to what a 
7 eet of the other House says or does, while 
anand in the business of the House, and that if 
out of doors he sees fit to say or write anything 
in regard to a Senator, he may be alluded to by | 

t Senator as any other citizen of the country 
may be. 


Mr. PETTIT continued his remarks. When 
he reached that point of his speech where he said: | 
«That is, he did not, by an open, bold, manly, | 
statesmanlike act, but with the still, sly, cunning, 
and stealthy action of the thief in the night, and 
with the serpent’s guile in his heart and a lie on 


his tongue’’—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvart.) 
The Chair thinks the Senator is not in order. 

Mr. PETTIT. I am not speaking of what he 
has done now, but of what he did in 1836. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No matter. 
The Chair thinks that in this mode of discussion 
it is not in order, to use language of that character 
towards any member cr a citizen. 

Mr. PETTIT. I ask leave of the Senate to 
fnish myremarks. They are butfew. Will the 
Chair put it to the Senate whether I shall go on | 

ot? 
Tah CASS. I would suggest to the Senator, | 
that in his defense of himself, he had better pass | 
by such words as those which he has just used. 
For one, I prefer not to hear them. I would 
rather he would pass them by and go on with his | 
other remarks. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move that the Senator be 
allowed to proceed. This is a pretty severe con- 
test, unquestionably. ; 

Mr. PETTIT. He pitched into me without 
cause, and [ want to pay him back. I always 
pay my debts. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move that the Senator 
from Indiana be permitted to proceed. It is noth- 
ing more than justice that he should have the op- | 
portunity to defend his own character from the | 
assaults made on him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will, with great pleasure, submit the question to 
the Senate; ‘* will the Senate allow the Senator 
from Indiana to proceed out of order?”’ 

Mr. PETTIT. That was not in the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the Chair decides it in 
that way, | shall appeal from the decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
decided the Senator to be out of order in the lan- 
guage he had used. The Senator from Arkansas 
moved that the Senator from Indiana have leave 
to proceed. The Chair will, with pleasure, sub- || 
— whole question to the Senate, if it is de- | 
sired, 

Mr. GWIN. The motion is that the Senator 
from Indiana shall be permitted to proceed, and 
the Chair adds to that *‘ out of order.’’ That is 
not the question before the Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Why, Mr. President, though I 
did not hear the last remarks of the Senator, I 


understood the Chair to decide they were not in 
order, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MASON. Then I submit that, ifafter that | 
decision, a motion be made to allow the Senator | 
to proceed, of course it is that he be allowed to | 
Pa out of order. The proper course will be, 

presume, for any gentleman who dissents from 


the Chair, to appeal from the judgment of the 
Chair. 


Mr.BADGER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the rule of the Senate and the pariia- | 
mentary law to be, that he may submit any ques- 
tion of order to the Senate. He is not bound to 
decide it. He may submit it to the Senate. In 
this instance, the Chair has stated already that he || 
will with pleasure submit the question to the Sen- 
ate whether the Senator from Indiana is in order, || 
if it be desired; or he will submit the other ques- || 
tion that he have leave ‘o proceed in his remarks, | 
as the Chair thinks, out of order. \ 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
ye 

r. DAWSON. 


‘8 matter, but | am one of those who have baal 


tha 


I moved that he have leave | 


| for provocation. 


| 
I dislike to interfere with 1! 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


uniformly opposed to individual differences being 


|| made the subject-matter of discussion in this body 


when there is no question before it justifying such 
acourse. If we allow this to be done now, it be- 
comes a precedent, and members of the other 
House who are attacked, will reply, and it will 


| lead to unpleasantness and unkindness, and de- 
| stroy, in a great degree, the character of this 


body. 

I admit that my friend from Indiana has strong 
grounds to ask this favor, but | beg of him to take 
some other manner to lay his views before the 
country, without making all of us partakers in the 
transaction. For one, | agree with the Senator 
from Michigan, that it is better for the Senator 
from Indiana to pass over that part of his obser- 
vations in which he was indulging when called to 
order. Of course hecan publish them on his own 
individual responsibility. I have no feeling about 
that; but | submit, as a question of propriety to 
my friend from Indiana, whether he ought to in- 
dulge in such language in the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIT. 1 was nearly through, and I 
should like to finish. The Senate gave me unani- 
mous consent to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas, 
that the Senator from Indiana have leave to pro- 
ceed in the same order of debate in which he was 
proceeding before. 

Mr. DAWSON. Proceed in order. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall vote against giving 
permission to proceed in this case, after the de- 
cision of the Chair. I understand the Chair to 
have decided the remarks of the Senator from In- 
diana to be out of order, as reflecting personally 
on a member of the other branch of the Legislature. 
Though not professing any accurate knowledge of 
parliamentary rules, | have, since have been in the 
body, a recollection of but one case similar to the 
present. That was a case in which a letter had been 
addressed by the correspondent of the New York 
Express, I think, to that paper, which was offen- 
sive to the then honorable Senator from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Mangum.] He asked permission 
of the Senate to make a personal explanation. He 
obtained it and proceeded. He confined himself 
to the comments made in that paper, and made no 
allusion to any party whatever. He rebutted the 


statements, showed their falsity, and was very | 


severe in his remarks. At the close of his re- 


marks, after making his comments, he said that | 


he understood the author of that communication 
was a member of the other House. He was in- 
stantly called to order by gentlemen all around the 
Senate Chamber, and he took his seat at the mo- 
ment. The rule was avoided in that case in that 


| way; but during my experience in the Senate, | 


have never known an instance in which amember 
of the House has been suffered to be attacked de- 


| liberately in this body, by a review of his conduct, 


either for his official action or for his action out- 
side of Congress. 

I havea further suggestion to make,and I make it 
in all kindness, for I admit certainly, that the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana has the highest cause 
I think the letter to which he has 
alluded was both undignified and imprudent, and 
not proper to have been written; but it was a let- 
ter written to the newspapers, and nota statement 
made in the House of Representatives, and, there- 
fore, it seemsto me that a correctivns, or a rebuttal 
of it, or any comments on a paper of that charac- 
ter made by a member of the other branch of the 
Legislature, ought to be in the same mode and by 
the same medium by which the attack was made. 

With these views, | shall be constrained to vote 


| against this motion, because I think if this course 


be allowed to be pursued further, (and if you al- 


| low it in one case you must in others,) the ulti- 


mate result must be the creation of a state of feel- 
ing, by embittering the members of the two Houses 


against each other, which will seriously impede 
| the progress of public business. 


Mr. WELLER. | ask whether, under the rules 


_ of the Senate, questions of this sort are not to be 


decided without debate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
opinion of the Chair. 
Mr. WELLER. Then I call for the enforce- 
ment of the ruie. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
s on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas, 
that the Senator from Indiana have leave to pro- 
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ceed in the order of debate in which he was en- 
gaged at the time the Chair called him to order. 
Senators who are in favor of that will say ‘‘aye,” 
those opposed will say ‘*no.”’ 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 12, 
noes 20; so that Mr. Jonnson’s motion was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON. I now move that the Senator 
be permitted to proceed in order. 

Mr. CASS. That was my idea in voting for 
the other motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIT. §Itis a very difficult matter to 
say what is in order. It seems thata man who 
has been attacked cannot characterize the conduct 
of another with anything like witat it merits. | 
am now not speaking of a member of the other 
House; but | am speaking of the acts of a Sena- 
tor in 1836. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Indiana will, perhaps, allow the Chair to 
state the ground of his decision, and let the Senate 
hear it also? 

Mr. PETTIT. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair en- 
tertains the opinion that it is not in order in the 
Senate to allude to anybody in language which is 
so discourteous and exceptionable as to give rise 
to difficulties améng members here or out of doors. 

Mr. PETTIT. He ought to have had that ad- 
monition before he wrote this infamous letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
will allow the Chair to state, further, that the con- 
duct of a man may be remarked on here in lan- 
guage sufficiently strong, without ising any such 
opprobrious terms. Such opprobrious epithets 
are not inorder. This is the ground of the decis- 
ion. If the Senate think the Chair wrong, he will 
certainly have no objection to their so deciding. 

Mr. PETTIT resumed and concluded his re- 
marks. 


—_—__—__—__—_ ————— ———— a 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. COOPER presented certain documents in 
relation to the claim of Robert Johnston, to locate 
certain land warrants of which he is the holder, 
but which were irregularly assigned or transfer red; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented the petition of W. 
Hunter, praying compensation for his services as 
acting Secretary of State during a part of thetime 
when the late Daniel Webster was Secretary of 

| State; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, L present the 
| memorial of George Frazier, a citizen of Califor- 
nia, claiming compensation for losses sustained 
by the seizure of his property, false imprisonment, 
&c., by the Mexican authorities of Upper Califor- 
nia from 1840 to 1843. I have delayed presenting 
this memorial for some time, under the hope that 
either by treaty, or the action of our Government 
through its Ministerat Mexico, Mr. Frazier would 
receive that indemnification to which he was entitled 
from the late board of commissioners on Mexican 
claims, which so strangely neglected honest claims 
like this, and passed those which have since been 
branded with fraud and forgery. But [havenow 
no hope except from the justice and equity of 
Congress, and I bring the case before this body, 
and move its reference to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
| Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, 
| announcing that they had passed a bill from the 

Senate, confirming a certain land claim in Louis- 
| jana known as the Fleurian claim. 

Also, that the House hed passed the following 
| bills; which were then read a first and second time 
| by their titles, and referred to the committees as 
| annexed: 
| <A bill for the relief of Danie] Steenrod—Com- 

mittee on Claims. 
| A bill for the relief of John S. Jones and Wil- 
liam H. Russell, surviving partners of Brown, 
Russell & Co.—Committee on ‘Ailitary Affairs. 
A bill for the relief of Gilbert C. Russell— 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill for the relief of Thomas C. Greene— 

| Committee on Private Land Claims. 


1A joint resolution directing the accounting offi- 
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cers of the Treasury to adjust the accounts of | 
W ihiiam W ovdbury, late pension agent of Port- 

land, M une—Committee on Pensions. 
A will for the relief of John S. King, of Vir- 
ginia—Commitiee on Pensions. 
bill for the rehef of the 


4 administrators of 


Olver Lee, deceased—Commitiee on Claims. 


ESPEY'S METEOROLOGICAL REPORT. 

Mr. COOPER eubmitted a resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Ke-olved, 
cau 


logic 


That the President is hereby requested to 
to be transmitted to the Senate the fourth imeteoro- 
i report ot Protessor Expy. 
NEW POST ROUTE. 
Mr. SLIDELL submitted the following reso- 
lation; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and egreed to: 


Revolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Poet Roads be tuetructed to inquire into the expediency ot 
eetulitebing @ post route trom Greensburg, Loutsiana, toa 
point tulersecting the railr ad from New Orleans to Jack 
son, Mississippi, ator near the house of Benjamin Wiel. 

Mr. SLIDELL also submitted certain docu- 
menis on the subject; which were referred to 

he Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HUNTER. 1 move to postpone all prior 


ordera, for the purpose of taking up the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill, 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
me to make a report, 
JONES, of lowa. 

7 


I hope the Senator will allow 


Mr. 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But it is in 
order for the Senator from Virginia to submit such 
a proposition as he does submit at any time. 

Mr HUNTER. It depends upon the majority 
to decide. If they prefer to receive reports, they 
can vote down the motion. 

Mr. RUSK. It was my purpose, this morning, 
to ack the indulgence of the Senate to take up a 
bill; but as the time has otherwise been consumed, 
1 now give notice that L shall to-morrow morning 
ask to take up the bill in relation to the officers of 
the Texas navy. I shall now vote for the motion 
of the Senator from Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from Virginia allow certain House bills to be 
referred ? 7 

Mr, HUNTER. I yield for that purpose. 

Various House bills were then referred as else- 
wherestated, Whenthe bill for the relief of Jobn 
S Jones and William H. Russell, surviving part- 
ners of the firm of Brown, Russell & Co. was read, 

Mr. GEYER suid: I hope that bill will be put 
upon its passage now. It has already passed the 
Senate twice, but failed in the House for want of 
time, 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope it will be taken up at 
some other time, I merely gave way to allow 
the House bills to be referred. If we begin to 
act on bills, there are twenty other Senators all 
around who willask to have others acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It wil! require 
unanimeus consent to consider that bill at this 
time. If ohjected to, it will be referred. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not ask to have it re- 
ferced; but let it go on the table for the present, 
and it can be called up at some other time. 

Mr. GEYER. Then I should prefer to have 
it referred, for then it can be reported on imme- 
diately. 

‘The bill was then referred to the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 must ask the Senator from 
Virginia to allow me to present a memorial for the 
purpose of having it referred. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
can decide the question. 

Mr. CHASE. I believe that that question is 
debetable.. I wish to appeal to the Senator from 
Virginia, inasmuch as the whole of the morning | 
hour has been consumed by the epeech of the 
Senator from Indiana, to allow half an hour for | 
the consideration of the regalar morning business. 
The chairman of the Committee on Patents and | 
the Patent Office [Mr. James] is very anxious to | 
make a report, in which the whole committee feel 
a deep interest, and Senators all around have more | 
or leas of morning business to present. I hope 
we shall not proceed to the consideration of the 
tivil aud diplomatic appropriation bill, until at | 


Are not reports in 


The Senate 
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least we have half an hour for morning business. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will ex- 
press their opinion upon the question. 

Mr. Hounter’s yootion was agreed to. 

PATENTS GRANTED TO FOREIGNERS. 

Mr. SUMNER. lLask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to offer a memorial. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no 
objection the memorial wiil be received, 

Mr. SUMNER. I present 
Charles Mackeuzie, a British subject, now a resi- 
dent of Boston, praying that the large fees exact- 
ed of foreigners under our patent laws may be 
abolished, and that foreigners may take patents 
from the United States on the same footing as 
citizens. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
petition Congress. 

Mr. SUMNER. I ask its reference to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. MASON. 1 object to the reception of the 
peution on the ground that foreigners cannot 
petition the Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope that we shall proceed 
to the considerauon of the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriatron bill. 7 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand that the question 
before the Senate is on the reception of the mem- 
orial. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairun- 
derstands the Senator from Virginia to object to 


A foreigner has no right to 


its reception, and itcannot, therefore, be received. | 


Mr. SUMNER. 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 

Mr GEYER. 
sideration of the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, | movea reconsideration of the vote by which 


That is, at this moment. 


the seventh section of that bill, reported as an | 


amendment from the committee, was agreed to. 
It was passed under a misunderstanding on the 
part of many Senators on this side of the Cham- 
ber. They supposed that we were in Committee 


of the Whole; but it seems that we were regarded || 
I therefore move a reconsidera- |! 


as in the Senate. 
tion of the vote. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motionto 


reconsider will be entered. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 


the bill from the House of Representatives, making 


appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- || 
penses of Government for the year ending the | 


30th of June, 1855. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


Committee on Commerce 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


ing amendment: 


For continuing the work for a supply of water for the | 


cities of Washington and Georgetown, $500,000. 
Mr. ADAMS. 


ity of this body favor that amendment. It is 


equally as well known thata majority of the other | 


Now, I sub- || 
mit to Senators, whether, after two or three delib- | 


branch of Congress do not favor it. 


erate votes have been taken in the other branch, 


this body will still continue to consume time with | 


that, when they know as well as they can know 


anything that, according to the intention of the | 


Constitution itself, it caunot become a law at the 


present time. The Constitution contemplated that | 
no.proposition should become a law unless it met | 
with the sanction of a majority of both branches | 


of Congress. 


There have been two deliberate votes—one upon | 
the deficiency bill, and the other upon this bill, as | 


is known to Senators, on both of which the prop- 
osition has been rejected in the other House. 
Why will we add it to this bill, and send it back 
there to accumulate the difficulties which exist 
| between the two Houses, when we already know 
that the majority of the other House are opposed 
to it? I shall not interpose any difficulty in the 
way, although I have not voted for it myself. I 


|, am always willing to be governed by the majority, 


and but for the fact that it is known that a major- 


| ity in the other House are opposed to it, I should 


not oppose it now. I hope it will not be ingraft- 
ed upon this bill. We have a sufficient number 


GLOB 


the memorial of || 


Before we proceed to the con- | 


When we adjourned on Sat- | 
urday the amendment which was under consider- 
ation was the one, | believe, making provision for | 
new custom-houses, which was reported from the 


The Chair un- || 
derstands the first question to be upon the follow- | 


It is well known that a major- | 
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|| of difficulties necessarily arising between the tw 
| Houses on the bill, without placing upon it aoe 

osition to which we know a Mejority of the wa” 

House are opposed. _—— 
Mr. BADGER. What has passed we 
| Whatis future we can only predict. 

from Mississippi says this provision, h 
| cannot become a law. Bir, that is very far f, 
being certain. — 

Mr. ADAMS. The Senator has 
hended my remarks. 1! did notsay It WAS Certain 
that it could not become a law. I said it was, 
| tain from two deliberate votes in the other een 

that the majority were opposed to it; and if ites, 
| become a law, it will be against their deliberan 
judgment, and contrary to the spirit of the Const. 
ution, 
| Mr. BADGER. Itamounts to the same thine. 
and 1 wish to state the considerations which ing, 
| ence me in coming to the coyglusion that we ouch; 
| to put this amendment on this bill. This is no; 
proposition to introduce an original matter ini 
the appropriation bill. At the last Congress y, 

passed an actin which it was provided that ware 

should be supplied to the cities of Washingtoy 
and Georgetown, upon a plan to be approved by 
the President of the United States. That is a jay 
which both Houses and the President assenteg 
to. The President, under the law, adopted a 
plan. It then becamea plan adopted by law—th. 
plan of the President—selected by him ander the 
| authority of this law, being of just the same lez) 
|| effect and opeyation as if it had been inserted jp 
|| the law itself. Then the President, under the ay. 
| thority of that law, having adopted a plan, and 
having commenced the execution of it, this is 
| proposition to make an appropriation for the pur. 
pose of carrying out the existing law. That is 
the state of the case now. We know very wel 
| that the appropriation cannot be made withoutthe 
| consent of Congress; neither can an appropria- 
| tion be made for the salary of the President with. 
| out the consent of Congress. But, surely, even 
if the House have declined twice to make the ap. 
propriation, it is fair for us to presume that they 
|| may, on the third occasion, perceive the propriety 
|| of it. Atall events, it is our duty to propose it 
|| to them. 
| Mr. CASS. When this matter was first brouoht 
| forward, | was opposed to it, as I was to the ex. 
| tension of the Capitol. I did not think that the 
| projects in either case had been properly matured, 
| thought they required more consideration. | 
thought so then, and I think so now. But, sir, 
when the proposition for the renewal of an op- 
propriation for the Capitol. extension came on, 
though I voted against making the extension in 
the first instance, I voted for carrying it on in the 
second instance. I shal) vote for this. I havea 
great regard for, and I take a great interest in, the 
ruins of centuries which carry us back, with the 
power of association, to the glorious deeds and 
| days which are accumulated in history. But | 
take no interest in the ruins of a day or a year— 
ruins made by the vacillations of Congresses, by 
change in our legislation from day to day. [ts 
not creditable to our country. A work like this, 
when begun, should be carried on without any |im- 
itation that may be placed upon it, so that it may 
be restricted as much as possible in the expent- 
itures; butafter having been commenced, certainly 
it should be goneon with. Being opposed, there 
fore, to this kind of vacillation, which is bad 
itself, and bad in its example, | shall vote for the 
appropriation. : 
r. DODGE, of lowa. This amendment is,| 
believe, in regard to the city water-works. | ex- 
cepted to it when it was submitted on Saturday, 
when the Senate was making progress with (h 
bill by disposing of amendments which had beer 
‘submitted by the committee. I know, sir, the! 

the struggle which I make here is a vain one. W* 
have had the manifestation of the will of the Sen- 
ate on previous occasions; but I intend still to 
struggle against it, and my hope lies with th 
people’s representatives, who reflect their will 19 
the other House. I hope that it will there met 
with its death blow. all the many extravagan 
appropriations which have been made by Co™ 
gress for this capital, I regard this as the most §) 
as the most improper in almost every respect; fot 
it will encourage the people in this city to rely 
upon themselves for nothing, but to look to Con 
gress for everything. 


know. 
M y friend 


els Certain, 


Misappre. 

















y 24, 


the two 
L & Pron, 
RE Other 


e know 
y Irtend 
Certain, 
lar from 


isappre, 
8 Certain 
WAS cer. 
House 
if itean 
eliberate 
Congr. 


1 thing. 
ch Infly. 
ve Ought 
18 NOt q 
ter into 
‘Tega we 
Ht Walter 
hingtop 
oved by 
18 @ lay 
Assented 
Opted g 
AW—the 
ider the 
me levy! 
Prted jn 
the ay. 
an, and 
his 18 a 
the pur. 
That 19 
ry well 

houtthe 
propria 

nt with. 

yy even 

the ap. 

vat they 

ropriety 

pose it 


broucht 
the ex. 
hat the 
atured, 
tion. | 
ut, sir, 
an Bp. 
me on, 
sion in 
n in the 
havea 
tin, the 
vith the 
ds and 

But | 
year— 
ses, by 

It is 
ke this, 
ny lim- 
it may 
Xpend- 
rtainly 
, there- 
bad im 
for the 


nt is, | 

I ex- 
urday, 
ith the 
d been 
r, that 
e, We 
ye Sen- 
stil! to 
ith the 
will in 
e meet 
vagant 
» Con- 
ost 80; 
set; for 
to rely 
9 Con- 





1854. 


Jed to the fact 
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the mighty public 


proprialions, 
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u 


houses 


q 


shail 


would be in vain to do so. _Ki 
ity here for this appropriation; but | hope, | 
this thing is to be resisted. 
because if this appropriation be made now upon 
the yeas and nays, we shail hereafter, as in the | 
: Capitol extension, be called to 
as acquiesced in, and, as a matter of course, | 
that resistance will be vain. = 

Mr. PRATT. On Saturday last, if I recollect | 
correctly, without a dissenting voice, we voted for 
a bill proposed by my honorable friend who has | 
just taken his seat, appropriating, | believe, up- | 
‘wards of three millions of acres of land towards 
some object of importance in the limits of his State. 
There was nota dissenting voice to Itt. 
hear anybody dissent from it. 
ation could not be made for the whole District of | 
Columbia, as a general thing, in any one year; So | 
that | do not think it comes with avery guvod 
grace from my honorable friend to oppose this 
propriation upon the ground which he does—that 
the representatives of the people, or of the States, 
are illiberal to the section of the country which he 
Mr. President, that certainly 
should not be an argument addressed to the Sen- 
ate. If he supposes that this is an extravagant | 
appropriation; if he supposes that the amount is 
larger than is necessary for the purpose, | can un- 
dersiand that the Senator would be obliged to vote 
against it. But he is not justified in going against 
iton the only ground which he has presented. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. 
and parcel of a series of propositions tending to 
the wasting of the public money in this city; and | 
whatever arguments may be adduced to me, | in- 
tend to oppose this, and those. 

Now, sir, the bill to which the Senator alludes 
gave not a single dollar, nor did it diminish the 
resources of your Treasury one cent. 
Senator is aware, if he knows anything about it. 
He knows that, in that bill, the price of the alter- 
nate reserved sections was raised td $2 50 an acre: 
that is, double the minimum price at which they | 
arenow sold. Not one dollar is lost to the Treas- | 
ury by that bill. If, by your legislation, any sys- 
tem can be devised by which this work could be 
done as that railroad is proposed to be built, so | 
that alternate sections in the possession of the 
Government would be doubled in price along the 
line of the water-works, | should most readily as- 
sent to ut, and cheerfully vote for it. 

Sir, 1 made no charge against the Senate of want 
of liberality. 1 referred, in general, to Congress; | 
and | repeat what I said. There is not the smallest 
appropriation proposed for the West which is not 
resisted. The proposition providing for the open- 
ing of the Belize to the great cities of the West, 
and making an appropriation of $100,000 for that 
Work, which is one of immense magnitude; the 
aring out of the rapids, a 
short distance above St. Louis, to that vast region 
of country, and appropriating $100,000 for that | 
range is resisted and fought, as ail appropriations 
or the West are resisted and fought. A propo- 
sition to make the smallest appropriat 
custom-house in Detroit—a city of immense im- 
portance, one of the greatest upon the lakes—is 
resisted by all the means which are known to 


maj! 
Slr, 


case of the 
it 


so ably represents. 


Proposition for the cle 


work 


legislative rules. 


Mr. SLIDELL. 


“Wen I resisted it before, Mr. President, I | 
: that there ig nota city in America | 
pot would not gladly take the seat of Govern- 
; ilemniy stipulate never to approach 
appropriation, but would pave 
sireets, build its court-houses, light 
ughfares, and water its circumierence it- | 
. d confer upon, it the other advant- | 
ld inure te it from the erection of 
buildings necessary for carry- 
» on the purposes of the Government. 
= we are to go on, year atter year, with these ap- 
while, at the same time, the smallest 
-h comes up for the benefit of other por- 
ially of the West— 


ons of the country, and espec t 
appropriations for the most: immaterial custom- | 
ees for that growing portion of the Republic, | 
where the business of the country so much re 
ies them, are resisted and fought to death. | 
‘ali not detain the Senate, because I know it 
1 know there is a 


I resist it now, 


A larger appropri- 


I regard this as part 


Of that the | 


ion for a 


I am disposed to vote for an 
ep ropriation for the erection of water works in 
the city of Washington. 1 think there is a neces- 
ity for them. Any enterprise that will tend to 

* building up of thuNity of Washington, and 


make it a more comfortable residence, and give 
greater security to the public property should be 
adopted. I have drawn up ap amendment to the 
amendment, which will accomplish the object. It 


is the same as, or one of a similar character to, a 


| Proposition which was offered in the House. 


Provided, That the city of Washington shall contribute 
concurrently with the United States, a sum equal to one 
third of the total expenditure on the said work, and that for 
the purpose of providing for such expenditure, the city of 
Washington sh-!l be entitled to contract a loan payable at a 
period not longer than twenty years, and shall betore con- 
tracting for the loan, levy a special annual tax sufficient for 
the payment of the interest and redemption of the loan at 
maturity, the proceeds of which tax shall be exclusively 
appropriated to such purpose. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
then is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr.SHIELDS. If t heard the amendment of 
the Senator from Louisiana aright, it proposes 
that the city shall raise a certain sum, one third of 
the amount which the work will cost, before this 
appropriation shall apply. Substanually itis that; 
or, in other words, it proposes a joint partnership 
between the General Government and the city. | 
submit to the honorable Senator from Louisiana 
that itis not Worth while, in this case, toa lopt 
such a pringgiple. ‘Lhe Government has now com- 
menced this work. it has made the first appro- 
priation for it; aGovernment official has made the 
survey. It is now undertaken by the Govern- 
meat; and my humble opinion is, that if it is to 
be prosecuted and completed at ali, it ought to be 
by the Government in a way satisfactory to the 
Government; and this joint partnership is a thing 
that will not, in the end, attain any good object. 

I will say further, that what! regret about these 
things is this: | recollect, when this measure was 
first brought forward, that I was at the head of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
I took a great interest in the matter. 1 was then 
apprehensive that, after it was commenced, after 
we took the initiative, after we made an expendi- 
ture of money, we should abandon the work, as 
it seems we areaboutto do. I shall regret it very 
much. It must be evident to every person that 
water is necessary for the health and comfort of 
this city. Whether the plan proposed is nota 
little more expensive and extravagant than it might 
be, | am not prepared to say. I have not thor- 
oughly investigated that matter. Some gentlemen, 
who seem to understand it better than | do, say 
that it is rather an extravavant scheme, and that 
|| water might be supplied ata much cheaper rate. 
But I am not prepared to enter into that. What 
|| | mean to say is, that if we conciude to go on 
|| with the work, we ought to do it ourselves, 
i! and not enter into a partnership with the city, for 
|| after all we should be compelled to pay the one 
third which we now endeavor to assess upon it. 
|, It would come to that ultimately. We must either 
do the work ourselves or abandon it; and, for one, 
as we have commenced it, and as I think it abso- 
lutely necessary for the health and comfort of the 
city as weil as of those who visit it, | am prepared 
|| to sustain it. 
| Mr.SLIDELL. So far as the people of Wash- 
ington are concerned, | think we are under no 
greater obligation to supply them gratuitously 
with water than weare tosupply them with bread. 
|| In reference to the necessities of the Government, 
|| and making provision for the national buildings, 
|} and the convenience of the persons employed in 
the discharge of duties for the Gavernment, | have 
nothing to say against that; but | say very frankly, 
that if the alternative were presented to me, either 
to abandon the work, or to carry it on at the 
whole expense to the Government, | should vote 
for abandoning it. It is said that the plan pro- 
| posed is more extensive than it ought to be. | 
|| have no doubt, that if the city of Washingten, 
|| in the first instance, had been willing to assume 
|| the responsibility of this work, it would have re- 
|| pudiated so enormous an expenditure. It wouid 
|| have adopted amore economical plan, and, | think, 
|| the effect of resisting this work now will be to 
| create a codperation on the part of the cities of 
! 
| 


Washington and Georgetown. 

It has been said that the city of Washington 
has not been consulted about it; that the plan has 
been drawn up by a Government officer; and that 
if we establish a partnership between the city and 
the Government, we shall have to meet all the ex- 
penses-in the end. I cannot see that that will be 
the case. According to the amendment which | 
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have proposed the city of Washington is free to 
accept or reject the proposition. If it rejects it the 
work will stop, and | am willing that it should be 
stopped; and then, I think, next year the people 
of the cities of Washington and Georgetown would 
consent to it, and be prepared to enter upon some 
economical, and at the same time, efficient plan to 
supply water. I have no doubt that that will be 
the effect of incorporating such a provision. 

Mr. MASON. If this were an original question 
as to the plan to be adopted for these water-works 
and the appropriation to be made for them, I do not 
know thai I should sanction so large an opera- 
tion as the plan which has been agreed upon, but 
1 do not feel that the Government can now change 

he policy which it entered upon some two years 
ago in reference to this subject, withont incurring 
a wasteful expenditure, 1 understand the history 
of the subject to be this: some two years ago 
Congress appropriated $5,000 to enable the Pres- 
ident to have the necessary surveys made, and to 
ascertain from what point and at what cost an 
abundant supply of water could be secured to the 
city. The President employed certain officers of 
the engmeer corps to make the examinations, 
Those examindtons were made. The reports 
were made to the President. He submitted them 
to Congress, They were upon various scales, 
proposing to bring water from various points. 
One, | think proposed to bring it from the stream 
which divides this city from Georgetown—Rock 
Creek; another from the Potomac, at the Little 
Falls; and a third from the Potomac at the Great 
Falls. The expenditure necessary to do it would 
be proportionate in each case. Congress referred 
the subject back to the President of the United 
Siates with the reports, and left it at his discretion 
to adopt that plan which he should think most ad- 
visable and best, and appropriated $100,000 to 
commence the work, The President exercising 
the discretion vested in him, adopted the plan to 
bring the water from the Great Falla upon the 
statement which was laid before him, and which 
had been before Congress. He has expended the 
$100,000 to commence the work; and now 4t is 
proposed to cutthis off. I readily agree with gen- 
tlemen in saying that it seems a very large sum 
of money to be appropriated in aid of the city of 
Washington, which honorable Senators say ought 
to take care of itself, or at least contribute some- 
thing towards it; but, sir, thecity of Washingten, 
we know very well, stands in a peculiar relation 
to the other large cities of the country. It was 
planned and laid out, not by the people of Wash- 
ington, but by the Government of the United 
States, and most extensively planned and laid out 
for acity. The streets were made very large and 
wide. ‘I‘here are large Government reservations 
which cannot be filled up. The jurisdiction of the 
city extends over these streets and reservations, 
and their expenditures, therefore, are very largely 
increased, not by their own act, but by the act of 
the Government. The Government property is 
exempt from taxation; and it owns not only the 
ground on which its buildings are erected, but a 
largeamountreserved. Inthat condition of things 
the apparent jurisdiction of Washington extends 
over a Jarge space over which they have no juris- 
diction in fact. It thus results that their taxation 
is inordinately increased in proportion to the 
amount of property; and I think there is a great 
deal due to the city of Washington asa consider- 
ation. But there is another thing to be considered. 
Public men are brought here from all parts of the 
Union, and are now required to stay here nine or 
ten months in each alternate year in the discharge 
of their duties. Now, we know that nothing is 
so necessary for comfort and health as an abund- 
ant supply of cold water; and | submit to honor- 
able Senators, who are dispersed all over the city, 
whether, in their respective quarters, they have 
that abundant supply? I, for one, in my experi- 
ence, live in a part of the city where the supply is 
much diminished; and | know another thing. I 
know that there are nuisances in this city neces- 
sarily existing, which are confined to the surface 
because, if they were sunk bel w the surface, the 
water which we drink would by pollated. As long 
as we ave in that condition, the hea'th of the city 
cannot be preserved. It is perfectly idle to pro- 
pose to divide the expense. The city of Wash- 
ington, with its present large debt—and it is large 
in proportion to its means—cannot supply one 
| third or one fourth of the amount of money neces- 
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sary to bring the water in. I shall not detain the 
Senate; but really it seems to me, whether Sen- 
ators considered it pradent or imprudent at the 
cormmencement to sanction the thing, as we have 
already entered upon it, and expended $105,000, 
it would be bad economy now to stop it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have heretofore objected to 
thie appropriation, thinking that primarily the 
city of Washington, having a much greater in- 
terest in it, ought to have moved in the matter; 
and it does seem to me very strange that a city of 
its magnitude, with its resources, and with so 
many inducements as those which have been de- 
picted here, should be to indifferent to its own 
interests as to be a metropolitan dependent on the 
public Treasury. Sir, |have every sympathy for 
the people here, but they ought to set an example; 
and if we embark in this undertaking, and pay 
money out of the public Treasury, what interest 
will they have to take care of it? None at all. 
The repairs must be bestowed from our funds; 
and, therefore, | say—and | am going very far 
when I say so—I am perfectly willing to vote 
with the honorable Senator from Louisiana to in- 
corporate into this appropriation what will oper- 
ate as a security upon the city authorities, that 
they will have some interest, and will exercise 
some degree of diligence in relation to the matter. 
They ought to have originated it, and not, like 
dependents, ask the public ‘Treasury for every- 
thing. ‘There are clever men, men of talent, men 
of enterprise here, whose property is interested, 
and, if my friend from Virginia will allow me to 
say so, if the people of the city can put up with 
nuisances without moving to put them aside until 
we wash them out with water from the Potomac, 
I do not think they come forward with very good 
grace to Congress for the appropriation. [am 
willing, however, to vote for the amendment of the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I feel disposed to vote forthe 
appropriation, but I want to add to it the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Louisiana, that 
this city and Georgetown shall contribute a por- 
tion of the fund. Whether the amount proposed 
by the amendment of the Senator as the propor- 
tion which they should contribute, is more or less 
than would be right and equitable, [ am not pre- 
pared to say. but, sir, there is one other limita- 
tion to which I invite the attention of the Senate. 
if {| understand the reports in this case, they pro- 
vide that the main aqueduct is to be nine feet in 
diameter. The Croton works have an aqueduct 
of but seven feet in diameter, and it supplies a 
population of more than half a million, perhaps 
three quarters of a million—a population probably 
greater than ever can inhabit this city. If lL un- 
derstand it, it is now proposed to build an aque- 


duct here nine feet in diameter, which would | 


compare with one of seven feet as forty-nine to 
eighty-one—almost twice as large—and the ex- 
penditure would be very nearly double, in conse- 
quence of the increase in the size. The volume 
of water, the head which it would have, and the 
force which it would exercise upon the aqueduct, 
would necessarily require oneof very great strength 
to resist the power of the waterinit. I apprehend 
that the expenditure, in that portion of the work, 
for an aqueduct nine feet in diameter would be at 
least double that for one of seven feet; and when 
we reflect that so large a city as New York is 
supplied, and amply supplied, by an aqueduct of 
only seven feet, | think we shall only do justice 
if we restrict and limit this aqueduct to the same 
dimensions. I therefore offer a proviso to that 
effect, which I hope my friend from Louisiana will 
accept as a part of the one which he has already 
offered. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I have here another amend- 
ment of a similar character to the one which | 
have offered. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Chair 
understand the Senator from Louisiana to modify 
his amendment according to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine? 

Mr. SLIDELL. 
tute for that amendment. 
offered was drawn up very hastily by me since | 
came into the Senate to-day. One has since been 


I am about to offer a substi- | 
The one which I have || 





upon the proposition which is suggested by my | 
friend from Maine. I therefore offer the follow- 
ing as a substitute for the amendment of the com- 
mittee: 


** For continuing the work of bringing water into the city 


| of Washington, on the plan adopted by the President of the 


| the Government is deeply interested in it. 
who are brought here annually for the purpose | 
of legislating for the country, are interested in | 


United States, in pursuance of the act of Congress of the 
3d of March, 1853, 2500,000: Provided, That no part of the 
sum hereby appropriated shall be expended until the corpo 
rations of Washington and Georgetown, or either of them, 
shall appropriate and pay an amount equal to one third of 
the said sum for the said purpose; and full power and 
authority are hereby given to the said corporations respect 
ively to raise by loan, or otherwise, any sum of money that 
may be necessary to enable them, or either of them, to make 
the appropriation herein required; and said corporations 
of Washington and Georgetown, and the inhabitants of said 
cities respectively, or the corporation making the appropri 
ation, and the inhabitants of said city, shall be authorized 
to use the surplus water which may be brought by the 
Washington aqueduct, after supplying the Government es- 
tablishments in Washington, under such general rules and 
regulations as may hereafter be provided by Congress ; and 
each of said corporations shall have the right to charge 
and to collect on the inhabitants of the said city such rea- 
sonable tax or rents for the use of the water as will provide 
for the regular payment of the interest, and gradual pay- 
ment of the principal, gf any money which may be raised 
under the authority hereby given. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER? The question 
now is on the substitute offered by ghe Senator 


from Louisiana, for the amendment of the com- 


mittee, 


Mr. HUNTER. 


on the city. I believe if we should insert one 
fourth instead of one third, the two cities would 
coéperate cheerfully and hearuly; we should 
have the amendment carried through the other 
House, and we should be able to secure water, 
which 1s certainly a great necessity in this city. 
I do not think when we appropriate money to 
bring water into the city that we are appropri- 
ating it merely for the use of the city. | think 


We, 


having a supply of pure and wholesome water—a 
plentiful supply for the uses of all who are in the 
city. 


public buildings; and for that reason | look with 


more favor upon an appropriation of this charac- | 
ter, in which, it seems to me, we are more emi- | 


nenuy interested, than upon any others for the 
city. All the people of the Union, who are inter- 


ested in this Government, are interested in pro- | 


viding it with the necessary means and facilities 
to conduct its operations with comfort to the mem- 
bers of the two Heuses. I would, therefore, if it 


is in order, in order to test the sense of the Senate, | 
move to strike out ** one third,”’ and insert ** one | 
fourth;”’ and then I will go for the amendment of 


the Senator from Louisiana with all my heart. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
that will not be in order. 


committee. 


Mr. HUNTER. Then there is no way in 


| which we can test the sense of the Senate on my | 
| proposition. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 
Mr. BADGER. The Senate can vote down | 


| this proposition, and then the Senator from Vir- 


ginia can renew it with the modification he sug- | 
ests. 


Mr. PRATT. 


The Senator’s object can be ob- | 


I shall agree entirely with | 
the substitute, if, instead of one-third, the Senator | 
| will insert one-fourth, as the sum to be assessed 


We are interested, too, on account of the | 


‘Lhe Chair | 
will suggest to the. Senator from Virginia, that | 
The proposition pend- | 
ing is an amendment to the amendment of the 
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tained by voting down this, or, if this is adopted || 


| it can be amended. 


Mr. HUNTER. I cannot offer an amendment | 
to it after it has been agreed to. In order to get 


| at my object, then, I shall have to vote against the 


amendment of the Senator from Louisiana, with | 


| the view of offering it again with ‘ one fourth”’ 


put into my hand. Itis more artistically and care- | 


fully drawn, buat on the same principle. 
otter it as a substitute for the amendment. 
suggested to me, however, that it would be better 
to have the sense of the Senate taken separately 


I will | 
It is | 


| 


| 


instead of ** one-third.’”’ 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. 


I trust the Senator 
| from Virginia will make up his mind to sustain 
|| the very wholesome amendment offered by the 


Senator from Louisiana, (for the difference be- 
tween one third and one fourth is not so great,) 
and especially when | had made up my mind to 
go for the amendment of the Senator from Louis- 
jana, and when it would appear to be more proper 
that each of the cities should give one third, and 
the Government only one third. I believe the 
population of this city is about fifty thousand, 
and | apprehend the Geueananelesen from 


J 
uly 24, 
umber two en. 


n to the fact ; 
ted for buildings 


the President down, would not n 
sand. But I wish to call attentio 
$2,319,000 have been appropria 
in this city since 1850. 

Mr. HUNTER. If wecould get a general vor 
of the Senate for the propositton putting one th 7 
of the expense om the cities, I should = 
it as an amendment to the original proporiting 
for | want something that we can carry; but ha 
believe one-fourth would be about the right thi - 
and I believe the cities would go into that che 
fully. Lhope, therefore, the Senator from nee 
will agree to making it one fourth, and then - 
will go together. — 

Mr. PEARCE. I hope the Senate wil} , 

ot 
adopt the amendment of the Senator from Lovis. 
iana. I will ask what is the object of the liber. 
ality of this Government in the supply of a ci: 
like this with an abundance of pure and whole. 
some water? Every one knows that a great def. 
ciency of water exists here, and that what we have 
is generally bad. All nations, I think, have ex. 
pended more judiciously the money which the 
have laid out for a supply of water, perhaps, than 
that which they have expended for anything elge 
I cannot conceive of the reasons which wil] jus. 
tify such a proposition as that of the Senator from 
Louisiana. We want to supply water in the pub. 
lic buildings for our own accommodation, and not 
for the accommodation of the city of Washing. 
ton. Sir, we are not making this magnificent ex. 
tension of the Capitol for the benefit of the city 
of Washington. It is for our own accommo. 
dation, and for the honor of the country. This 
great nation would be disgraced by having build. 
ings mean, and not corresponding to its grentyess 
and power; and so it is with all the public build. 
ings. Almost all the expenditures which the Sen. 
ator from lowa has alluded to, are not made for 
the benefit of Washington at all, but for the credit 
of the Government, and the accommodation of the 
public officers. It seems strange that the city of 
Washington should be asked to take this burden 
upon itself. The supply of water is needed for 
the Government, for the protection and security 
of the public buildings, and the accommodation 
of the officers of the Government who are here. 
But it is very manifest that if you appropriate the 
whole sum for the erection of this aqueduct and 
the construction of the reservoir which may be 
necessary, there must still be a large expenditure 
entailed upon the city of Washington, which they 
must bear themselves altogether. The Senate 
know how widely extended the city is; how much 
more ground it occupies than almost any city in 
the world, which has no greater population. [t 
occupies more ground than the city of Boston, 
That is a compact city, and the laying down of 
the pipes and necessary fixtures for taking the 
water into the houses of that city cost $1,800,000. 
Now, can anybody suppose that the city of Wash- 
ington could be watered for less? Surely not. 
And all that expenditure will be required of the 
city of Washington, even after the aqueduct has 
been constructed. That will be a very heavy 
expense, and it will be for the benefit of every- 
body who resides here to get pure water. ; 

Why, then, should not the Government, which 
requires this supply of water for the use of its 
public buildings and their safety, construct the 
aqueduct itself, and leave it to the city to supply 
the means of distributing the water? It would be 
a work worthy ~ the Government then; and it 
would be disgraced by calling upon the poor city of 
Washington to bear a part of the expenses of the 
aqueduct. This is not a wealthy city; it is not 
inhabited by capitalists; there is no trade to build 
up large fortunes. It is the creation of the Fed- 
eral Government; it has its existence dependent 
upon the Federal Government; and if the Federal 

overnment were to withdraw from it, it would 





‘languish. Those who live here are compelled, 
from the nature of things, to change their rest- 
_dences very frequently. The greater portion of 
| those who are citizens of Washington are poor 


people, living from hand to mouth; and when you 


consider the imrvense expenditures of the city, 
| hardly think it is consistent with liberality, 19 


rying on our great public works, to insist upo" 
saddling on them any portion of the expenses ° 
the aqueduct and reservoir. I hope the Senate 
will not agree to such a proposition at all; or if 
is dis to put any of the expenditure upo? 
the city, then that it will at all events take the 
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more reasonable proposition of the Senator from 
Ve SLIDELL. It has been suggested to me 
"che amendment, in the form in which I of- 
simply imposes the obligation upon the 
Washington to contribute two thirds of 
‘ne actual appropriation made by this bill. I have, 
, refore modified my amendment by inserting in 
, > proper place the words, ‘and agree to pay in 
1e same proportion in all future ap- 


that the 
fered ity 


city or 


ke manner th 
-enriations. 


ir, COOPER. Thereisa good deal of justice 
ir ‘the remarks of the honorable Senator from 
Maryland; but, notwithstanding, I think that the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Louis- 
ng oughttobe adopted. If admit thatthe United 
States ought to do all that is necessary in the way 
of appropriations for all purposes connected with 
the public business and public wants of the Gov- 
ernment in this city. But the citizens ought to do 
something for themselves, and I think it would be 
better for them that they should know that they 
were compelled to rely upon their own resources. 
Now, as the Government is contributing thus 
largely to the comfort, and security, and health of 
the city, it is not at all unreasonable that the city 
chould be asked to aid, as far as the amendment 
of the Senator from Louisiana proposes, in this 
great work intended for its own convenience, as 
well as for that of the Government. Appropria- 
tions are asked for by the city from year to year, 
and very exorbitant appropriations have been 
made, to such an extent that the people of the 
District begin to rely entirely upon Congress, and 
complain if Congress does not appropriate all the 
money which is necessary for their local purposes. 
Now, sir, while Congress ought to do all that is 
necessary for its own credit, for the erection of 
buildings consistent with its extent of territory, 
and its own greatngss and power, it is no reason 
why the citizens, as the citizens of all other por- 
tions of the country do, should not contribute at 
least a proportion of the money necessary to beau- 
tify, adorn, and render convenient this great city 
of the nation. 
Mr. RUSK. 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana. 


ane 


I shall vote against the amend- 
I do not 


think it would be a matter of economy, so far as || 


this expenditure is concerned. It would be a sort 
of indefinite partnership between the Government 
and the city of Washington; and I think the end 
of it would be that the principal expenditure 
would fall upon the Government, and perhaps the 
difficulties that would grow out of this not very 
well defined partnership would belarger. 1 think 
the expense ought at once to fall upon the Gov- 
ernment. This city has none of the means that 
other cities have for the purpose of raising money 
to make these improvements. [t is not a manu- 
facturing town; it is the seat of Government; and 
a large portion of its citizens are those who are 
employed by the Government to do the duties of 
the different offices belonging to it; and as it is 
important to the health and comfort of the city, 
and to that of the employees of the Government, 
who number thousands, and as it is a matter of 
necessity for the protection of the public prop- 
erty, | think we should at once go to the expense 
of erecting the water-works, and I shall therefore 
vole against the amendment of the Senator from 

Ouisiana, 

Mr. JOHNSON.” I aminclined, for my part, to 
support something like the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Louisiana; but there is one point 
Which, it seems to me, has escaped attention. The 
matter is treated in the course of debate very much 
asa maiter of favor entirely to thecity. It is, how- 
ever, by a good many admitted that the Govern- 
ment has avery deep interest in the erection of 
these water-works, not only for the facilities which 
it would give to the transaction of public business, 
but also for the security which it will afford to 
the public records. It is treated by gentlemen as 
if this were a favor entirely to the city; but I call 
upon gentlemen of the Senate to reflect for one 
moment upon the immense amount of public prop- 
erty owned within this city by the Government, 
hot one particle of which is taxed to defray any 
Portion of the expenses of the city—not one par- 
ticle of which is subject to taxation. This! un- 
cumtand to be the case. All the public buildings 
co are relieved from taxation; all the pubiic 

8 that are within the limits of the city, in the 
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| tion of taxation, and the value of these amount to } ernment in its buildings, then every individual 


millions of dollars. 
please, in your mind, and look back through | 
the great number of years during which all this | 
property has been here, and during which the 
city has gone on in the discharge of its duty in | 
all other respects, and yet hus not received into 


the ‘Treasury one cent of revenue from taxation | 
Suppose that the pro- | 


on this public property. 
portion which each individual pays, and has paid 
all the time, in the shape of taxation upon the 
property which he owns, were taken as the ratio, 
and applied to the public préperty—suppose you 
were to estimate what this Government would 
have paid if it had had to contribute the same 


proportion of taxation that the individual citizen | 
has already paid; and then suppose you were to | 


compare that with the sum now asked to be appro- 
pria ed for a purpose not exclusively for the city, 
but also for the benefit, the protection, and the 
security of the public property here, and for 
further facilities In the transaction of the public 
business, what case would that present you with ? 
Sir, do not look upon the matter entirely and 
exclusively as one that we are doing for the city, or 
as a matter that we have a right to draw ourselves 


back from entirely, in consequence of the fact that | 
I cannot but think | 
that the Government, which has so very largea por- | 


the city has some interest in it. 


tion of its public property here, property of such a 


very great value exempt entirely from taxation, | 


should take one of two courses—either contribute 
something towards its protection, its security, and 
its facilities, or else subject the public property to 
its share of taxation; so that that tax might go in 
aid of these necessary objects. This Capitol 


alone has cost millions of dollars; the President’s | 


House has cost immense amounts—how much I 
| cannot say, for | have never seen an estimate 
| made upon this point. Then there are your State, 
your Treasury, your War, your Navy, your In- 
terior, and your Patent Office buildings. You 
| have vast numbers of buildings all through the 
city. You have large amounts of landed property, 
| and none of it pays anything at all in the shape of 
taxation into the city treasury. I imagine that it 
would be falling short of the mark to say that 
within the limits of this city there are $20,000,000 
| worth of public property. 

Then, sir, these twenty millions pay no tax 
whatever to contffbute anything towards embel- 
lishing or improving the city, or towards throw- 
ing around it those guards and that protection 
which, unquestionably, every city is compelled 
to maintain. 

Now, my honorable friend from Iowa, (Mr. 
Dopsx,] for whose judgment I always have the 
highest regard, and in whose integrity I have the 
most implicit confidence, as well as whose gene- 
rosity | am always prepared to expect, and know 
I shall find, a full and fair amount, alludes to the 
sum which, since 1850, has been expended by the 
Government within the limits of thiscity. There 

| have been expended $2,500,000 or $3,000,000. 
| As he asserts it, | have no doubt of the cor- 
/rectness of the statement. But how have they 
been expended. Were they expended in this 
city for the benefit of the city? If 1 should ask 
him myself, he would readily reply, no, that it 
was not expended for the benefit of the city, but 
for the erection of public buildings, and other 
matters in this city that were material, and abso- 
lutely necessary for the transaction of the public 
business, and the protection of the public prop- 
erty. If,onthe contrary, we were to charge each 


of these expenditures as an obligation conferred | 


| on the city, why, then, this city is under a load 


of obligation which no one has seemed heretofore | 
to estimate, because the very same declaration and | 


| extent of obligation must exist towards each in- 
| dividual citizen within the city who has ever ex- 
| pended a dollar on his own account. 


| I cannot help but look at it, then, that the ex- | 


| penditures made in this city, and for the interest 
| no obligation upon the city itself, although it may 
| be an incidental benefit to the city in that it gives 
‘| employment to a population which has come 
| here, and consequently wields the amount of bus- 
| iness done by those transacting business in the 
| limitsof the city. If the Government being here 
| is a benefit to the eity, and the city is therefore 


| of the public, are matters that carry with them | 


Cast up that item, if you || in the city, who builds a house or perferms the 


slightest act that leads to an expenditure of money, 
becomes a public benefactor, and an obligation 
exists on the part of the city towards him; and 
you therefore announce an amount of obligation 
that renders the whole argument an absurdity to 
me. It seems to me that is clear beyond all con- 
tradiction. 

The simple question then would be, what is the 
equitable proportion for thecity topay? And if you 
desire to arrive at strict equity, go back and esti- 
mate from the beginning the amount of money 
which you should have paid, if you had paid tax- 
ation on your property in the proportion that 
each citizen has done. What would it have ac- 
cumulated to, if you had paid the same tax, 
through all the time that has passed, upon the 
Governmnnt property? Would it be $500,000? 
{ imagine, sir, it would be very far above the 
whole appropriation that is now proposed. Sull 
lam inclined to support view and principle 
adopted in the amendme f the Senator from 
Louisiana, with a slight exception. I should pre- 
fer the proposition suggested by the chairman of 
the Finance Committee, to make the amount con- 
tributed by the city one fourth instead of one 
third; and therefore t shail vote againat the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Louisiana, in anticipa- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia offering the 
proposition in its modified form. 

Mr. MALLORY. The amendment of the 
Committee on Finance is based upon the presump- 
tion that the entire work will cost $2,500,000, and 

| that it will take five years to complete it. The 
discussion thus far seems to assume the necessity 
of the work, and no dispute exists as to whether 
it shail be completed or not; but the dispute simply 
is as to the proportion which the city of Wash- 
ington shall bear in its completion, or whether it 
shall bear any portion of it at all. The proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana is, that that 
proportion shall be one third of the whole 
amount, which would be $833,333, distributed 
through five years; or, in other words, the city of 
Washington, by that proposition, would be called 
upon to contribute $166,666 perannum. Asagen- 
eral proposition relative to Government improve- 
ments here, the Government has always been 
bound, and always will be bound to make its pub- 
lic improvements which are connected with the 
administration of its own affairs. The providing 
of water here is of a mixed character, however, and 
is much more wanted by the city, with its large 
population, than by those connected with the Gov- 
ernment; and no good reason can be given why 
the city should not bear partof theexpense. As 
a general rule, it is better for the healthful admin- 
istration of justice here; it is better in every point 
of view, that the city itself should always be 
made to beara fair proportion of the public ex- 
penditures of this mixed character. 

What is the effect of every public expenditure 
here? It is to increase the value of all the city 
property. There is no city in the Union whose 
city property has gone on increasing with such 
rapidity as in the city of Washington, It is the 
result alone of the public improvements here. If 
you examine the city rents, and the value of the 
real estate through the course of five years, you 
will find that it is the immediate result of these 
improvements. Will not that go on increasing 
by the adoption of this improvement? Hasthere 
ever been any public work here which has caused 
a greater influence over the value of private prop- 
erty and taxable as than such a provision 
as this will cause? Certainly not. 

Then, on looking at this thing, we ought to cal- 
culate its effect upon private property. Its effect 
upon the Government itself is comparatively tri- 
fling, in comparison with the increasing value of 

|| the private property of the city. The city ought 
to bear a portion of the expenses, and I have no 
| doubt that if the common sense of the community 
could be taken to-day, that common sense would 
|| dictate that they should—and they really wou'd— 
4 shoulder a portion of the burden for an improve- 
|| ment of this immense character. The difference 
between one quarter and one third the entire ex- 
penditure of $2,500,000 will be $205,000 to the 
city; and that, distributed through five years, will 
be a very small proportion. I shall, therefore, in 


under obligation to the Government for the amount || the first place, vote for the proposition of the Sen- 
shape of lots, are also exempt from any descrip- |) of money which may be expended by the Gov- || ator from Louisiana. 
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Mr. BENJAMIN. Ithink therearesomecon- 
siderations which have been overlooked in the dis- 
evesion of this matter, and to which | wish to call 
the attention of the Senate. Weought, Mr. Pres- 
ident, in examining the question as to the obliga- 
tion and duty of the Generali Government towards 
thie city—to look back a little to the history of its 
onvin. tis well known that when the General 
Government was formed, it was thought expe- 
dient that the seat of Government should not be 
in any State—that the Government of the United 
States should build up this city for its seat of gov- 
ernment; and consequently this District, ten miles 
square, was chosen, and the site selected where 
there then existed, | believe, nota single dwelling. 
The Government was established here, and per- 
sons were drawn around it whose sole occupation 
is in ministering to and supplying the wants of 
those engaged in the administration of the Govern- 
ment. The city, as has been well said by one of 
the Senators who has already spoken on the sub- 
ject, was laid out a scale not adapted to the 
wants of the small ulation included in its lim- 
its, but upon a scale commensurate with the anti- 
cipation of the future greatness of the country. 
We have, therefore, in this city wide avenues, 
large public squares, numerous points where no 
buildings can be found, which are mere ornaments 
to the city, and triangular spaces at the intersec- 
tion of almost every avenue with every street in 
the city, 

Over these wide spaces, the corporation of 
Washington is obliged to spend its care, and keep 
the city in order, by paving and lighting, and 
guarding, by all the expenses incident to a muni- 
cipal corporation, Of what classes is the popula- 
tion of the city composed? [tis not composed of 
commercial classes any further than you can call 
commercial classes the shopkeepers who keep 
slhiops to supply the wants of the officers of the 
Government and the members of Congress. It is 
not a manufacturing city. It derives no profit 
from agriculture. It isnot a great market for any 
product whatever. The population of Washing- 
ton, irrespective of the public officers, is then com- 
posed almost exclusively of those engaged in sup- 
plying the wants of the public officersand members 
of Congress, and a few inhabitants of fortune wko 
choose it as a place of sgreeable residence. 

it is perfectly obvious that, under these circum- 
stances, any expensive scheme for bringing water 
into the city, amything that will involve a large 
expenditure, is utterly beyond the means of the 
inhabitants, It is, however, said that, although 
the Government has established this city, and re- 
quires an aqueduct for the supply of water for 
iis Own purposes, and for the public offices, yet 
the corporation ought to contribute a part to the 
expense, because the people who live here will 
require a portion of this water for their own com- 
fort, health, and convenience. But, in reply to 
that, it has been well stated by the Senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Pearce,] that the corporation 
of this city, from the very circumstances of the 
case, will be compelled to contribute towards 
the work for supplying the city with water, and 
the expenditure which he has calculated as that 
which has been incurred in the city of Boston, 
will be something like $1,800,000. He thinks 
this enormous amount will be required, because 
the plan on which the city has been laid out has 
been such as to scatter the population over a much 
larger space than would otherwise be required for 
that population. Flere, then, the city is taxed 
for the convenience of the General Government 


THE 


| 


with a very large sum of money, in addition to | 


what it would have been subjected to, if it had not 
been laid out on such a scale and for such a pur- 
ose. 
But this is the consideration to which I wish to 
draw the attention of the Senate: Washington is 
supported by the expenditures of the General Gov- 


ernment and of the officers of the General Govern- | 


ment. 


Take them away, and to-morrow there | 


will be nocity here. Now, sir, if the General Gov- | 


ernment imposes upon the corporation one third 


or one fourth of the prime cost of these water- | 
works, and levies a tax upon the citizens of Wash- | 


ington to make up that sum, where will the bur- 
den of that tax fall? 
If the landed 
estate about Washington are subjected to an addi- 
tional tax for a purpose of this kind, everybody 
knows, that, according to all the rules of political 


_ I wish you to consider that. | 
roprietors, if those who own real | 


| burden. 


economy, they will seek to increase the rent of 
their property to enable them to bear the increased 
From whom will that increased rental 


come? It will come from members of Congress 


| who hire houses; it wiil come from yoursecretaries, 


your clerks, the officers of your Army and Navy, 
who are obliged to remain in Washington in the 
discharge of their official duties; or, in other words, 
the result of making the corporation of Washing- 
ton pay this contribution, will be, in the end, to 
tax the already inadequate salaries of the public 
officers of this Government. We, therefore, by 
doing that shall thro the burden off the Treasury 
of the United States, to which the contribution is 
made by the whole people of the United States; 
we should throw the burden off that Government 
which it was originally intended, under the Con- 
stitution, should build and sustain a city here, 
and throw the proportion of it which we now 
endeavor to put upon the citizensof Washington, 
in point of fact, upon the members of Congress 
who meet here for the time berg, and the public 
officers who reside in the city. 

I see no justice or propriety in this. I think it 
will resultin nothing. It appears to me that the 
large works required by the Government ought to 
be built at the Government expense; and when we 
consider,as | have already said, that after this 
heavy sum for the construction of the aqueduct shall 
have been expended, thatthen afurther heavy sum | 
will be required of the corporation of Washing- 
ton far beyond their means at present, for distrib- 
uting the water, we shall find that, although the 
Government should consent to pay the whole cost 
of this improvement now, yet that some six, or 
eight, or ten years would elapse before the city 
would be supplied with water in all its parts; be- 
cause even then the corporation will not have the 


| means of extending the pipes all over the city. 
| Let us leave them, therefore, their resources for 


that purpose. I[t is equally essential with the 
construction of the main aqueduct. Then we 


| shall, in some reasonable time, construct an aque- 


duct to supply the city with water—to suppy the 


| public buildings as well as the citizens themselves. 
| I shall, therefore, vote against the amendment of | 


my colleague. 
Mr. CASS. I shall vote against the proposi- | 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana, for the reasons 


| given by the Senator from Virginia—believing that 
the amount which the Senator#rom Virginia pro- 


poses will be sufficient to assess on the city. I | 


‘shall still further vote for the amendment of the 


Senator from Maine, reducing the aqueduct from 


| nine to seven feet in diameter, which | consider | 


| sufficient for this city, or any city. 


That, Ll un- | 
derstand the Senator from Maine, in his estimate, 


| would reduce the expense nearly one half; and, 


therefore, bring it down to a sum within the reach 
of the corporation, and would make it not an ex- 


| travagant sum for the Government, considering 
| the great object to be obtained. 


Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays on 
Mr. Suiwev’s substitute; and they were ordered; 


enter into this partnership, we shall re 
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other House. Nevertheless, | look upon it 
necessary, for | have no doubt that, if oa 88 un. 
divide the tax in this way, the Governy ® shoud 
ing three fourths, and the citizens one fourth Pay. 
first Congress which meet after the water. 1, the 
are in Operation would release to the Cities 
amount paid by them, and our officers a the 
to undergo the trouble and expense of makia have 
calculations, and refunding the money, | ie le 
hend there is not a Senator here now who em 
ou 


that. The effect, therefore, will be, that We shal 
ny 


QUITE the 
EX penne, 


—> 


citizens here to advance one fourth the 
and the first Congress which meets after the Wat 

works are built and in operation, will refynq . 
money. Though I know this will be the effec | 
shall vote for the amendment to the amendme 
now, if the Senator insists upon it. . 

Mr. CLAYTON. Mr. President, I shall yo, 
if | vote at all, in favor of this amendmen ~ 
the same ground on which the Senator from ine 
ana announces, that he will act. [nox oals 
think it unnecessary to put this tax on the citizen, 
but I regard it as unjust. This aqueduct, woriys 
of the capital of this great nation, was oa 
menced by the Government proprio motu, not « 
the instance, or pressure, or demand of the eitie 
zens of Wasbington. It was for our benefit: 
was for the benefit of the Government; and poy 
after we have started the work and txpended oye 
$100,000 upon it, we ask the citizens here to Dey 
one fourth. I think it would be very unjust; by; 
I suppose that the motive of the honorable mover 
of this proposition is to secure the passage of tip 
original amendment in the other House, and 
that ground, like the Senator from Indiana, | 
shall acquiesce in it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I voted for the 
amendment proposed by the Senator froni Loy. 
isiana, [Mr. Siipe,} requigins the citizens of 
this city andof Georgetown, fo pay one third the 
expenses of this work, not that they: were interested 
to the amount of one third, but that the whole 
thing is for their benefit. The Government has 
no interest whateverin it. [tis for the District of 
Columbia, disguise it as you will, that you ar 
taxing your constituents millions upon millions, 
It is for the convenience of the citizens of the 
District of Columbia. When it is proposed to 
reduce the amount which they shall contributew 
one fourth, | will not vote for that excuse, for itis 
nothing else. 

Sir, Senators upon different sides of the Hou 


| say that the work has commenced, and we must, 


therefore, complete it. Why, sir, have you not 
heard that song upon every extravagant appropr 
ation which has been asked of Congress? They 


| first come forward, and, as an entering weige, 


ask for a very small appropriation. In this i 
stance five thousand dollars was asked for a sur 
vey. The very moment five thousand dollars o 


/one thousand dollars, or one dollar is obtaied, 


| and, being taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 30; as || 


| Dodge of lowa, 


follows. 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Butler, Cooper, | 

Fitzpatrick, Gillette, Hamlin, James, 

Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Sebastian, Slidell, Thompson of 


NAYS— Messrs. Allen, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Benjamin, 
Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Clay, Clayten, Dawson, Dodge of 


| isconsin, ougtas, I essenden, Fis > oot, Geyer, Gwin 
Ww “O i D rl d h, I t, € Gw > 

| ouston, unter, sonnson, ones oO ennesse wason 

| H ist H Inte J t J me t I e, M AsO , 


Pearce, Pewit, Pratt, Rockwell, Rusk, Shields, and Stu- | 


} art—30. 
So it was rejected. {| 


Mr. HUNTER. 


| must continue. 
| Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, ‘Toombs, Toucey, || every extravagant appropriation which has bees 
| Wade, Walker and Weller—20. 


I now renew the amendment || 


| which has just been rejected, but substitating || 
| **one fourth”’ instead of ** one third.”’ || 
Mr. CASS called for the yeas and nays; and |} interested—for 1 say that, in my judgment, tht 


| they were ordered. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. 


I wish to have a separate vote on the proviso re- 


| 


'| the work is commenced, and the cry is raisel, 


‘*We must go on with it.”” Every Senator who 
has spoken on the subject admits that the plan 
now adopted is extravagant and unnecessary; aid 
yet itis said because we have commenced ii we 
That, sir, has been the song of 


asked from Congress from the foundation of the 


|, Government down to the present time, and | hart 
lost patience with it, 

There is but one mode by which it can ® 

_ stopped; and that is, whenever it is ascertainet, 

| to the satisfaction of Congress, that appropriation 


which have been made are being extravagan) 
used, to stop the work at once, however important 
it may be. I would stop‘it if it were within ov 
hundred dollars of completion, if I found that thot 


| Government is not interested in this case—wet 
Is the question divisible? || unnecessarily expending the money. 


I shall vote against the amendment to the amend: 


ducing the size of the aqueduct to seven feet diam- || ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 


eter. 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair will | 
state that that is not now part of the amendment. | 
Mr. BRIGHT. I voted in committee to put | 
this amendment on the bill as it is, that is, to make | 
the water free, and I can find reasons full and am- 
ple to justify thatcourse. I am willing, however, 
to vote for the amendment now offered by the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia, provided it is likely 
to insure the passage of the appropriation in the 


| 


\} this Government desire to appropriate this money 


for the purpose of water-works in this Distrie 
let it be as water was intended to be—‘ree ° 
charge. Tax your constituents openly for the 
convenience of the District of Columbia, and leara 
the people of the District that they are not rely 
on themselves for all the improvements necess*'}) 
because the Federal Government may happe® “ 
have some property here, and therefore none 

their internal police is to cost them any (hing 
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t to be content, as your constituents 
ne would be with good pump wells on every 
ye in the city furmshed to their hand; but 
aie ttuentsand mine must be taxed millions 
| ars for the convenience of the District of 
mbia. This is the effect of it. I shall vote 
cal st the amendment. 
Pe vir. BRODH EAD. [t seems to me, sir, that 
> friend from Virginia, and other Senators, are 
* ling the question a littletoo soon. A majority 
J ye Senate is decidedly in favor of the appro- 
® ccion reported from the Committee on Finance, 
- «500,000, to continue this work, to give water 
ke Although I voted against the commencement 
Sail work originally, I am for proceeding with 
it for the reasons indicated by the Senator from 
Michigan. Ido not like this idea of a partnership. 
| do not think it proper for this great Government 
to enter into & partnership with any city or town 
corporation. If we are going to give the citizens 
here water, let us do it upon a pretty large and 
m senificent scale. 


i 
} 


§ 
\ 

af 
c 


| will attend it. 


any particular city. There is no reason for it. 


There is no right in it, whatever plausible argu- || sir; they thank us for placing it there. 


ments may be made about it. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. Mr. President, I am 
quite sure that this appropriation is to pass, and | 
presume without any amendment of any sort or 
kind; but | wish to call the attenuon of the Senate 


| 


to some of the future difficulues and expenses that | 


First, | wish to inquire of the hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland whether the Great 
Fails of the Potomac are not in the neighboring 
State of Maryland, some ten or fifteen miles from 


| this City ? 


Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. If 1 remember aright, 


| when the first appropriation of $5,000 was made, 


In making large buildings in || 


the city of Washington, we gratify a reasonable | 


and just pride of the American people; and | afm 
jn favor of it, as we can do it constitutionally, and 
at the same time get rid of some money in the 
Treasury, Which is lying idle, and which some 
entlemen seem to be so anxious to dispose of. I 
an, therefore, opposed to this amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia, and hope that we shall not 
‘ield the original proposition, unless we find that 
the House of Representatives are inflexible. For 
my part, | wish to give them another chance. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I think my 
honorable friend from Delaware (Mr. Crayton] 
Jabors under somewhat of a mistake, when he 
says that this work was commenced without any 
anolication from the citizens of the cities of the 
District. I am-not quite sure that they ever pre- 
sented any formalapplication to Congress, though 
] think they did, for the oe to introduce 
water into the District. am sure, however, that 
there are very few Senators on this floor who have 
pot been frequently beset within the last three or 
four years, to exert their influence in order to 
bring about this very thing. 


it attracted no attention whatever. That was the 
entering wedge of this large expenditure. Itcom- 
menced just precisely as that internal improvement 
system which fell under General Jackson’s veto; 
first commenced upon every harbor, and every 
river, and every lake shore in the United States. 
First, the parties would make interest with the 
topographical bureau to get a survey; or they 
would come to Congress and ask for an appropri- 
ation of so small an amount as not to attract at- 
tention, and get the topographical corps to make 
a survey. Upon that, a claim would be based 
for appropriations of thousands, and perhaps mil- 
lions of dollars. So, in this case, the original ap- 
propriation of $5,000, for the purpose of a survey, 
attracted no attention, and created no debate; but 


| when it was proposed to appropriate $100,000, | 


| ation was given to it. 


think the yeas and nays were called; it passed in 
a very great hurry, and under the same pressure 
by which we are now surrounded. No consider- 
The millions which it was 
to involve were not thought of; and because that 
appropriation was made, we are now asked to 


| continue the work. 


| make this statement. 


Sir, | voted for the amendment proposed by the | 


Senator from Loutsiana, and | shall vote for the 
amendment now proposed by the Senator from 
Virginia. 
about corporations and partnerships which my 
worthy friend and colleague [Mr. Bropueap] sees 
in thisamendment. There is no such thing as a 
partnership designed or created by the amend- 
ment. It merely proposes that, for the construc- 
tion of this work, the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown shall appropriate one fourth part of 
the expense necessary. 

Now, sir, | think it would be better that these 


1 apprehend none of the difficulties | 


But the object of my rising at this time was to 
{ learn, not from an inspec- 
tion of the petitions, but from a Senator on this 
floor, that already the citizens of Maryland are 
petitioning Congress for damages which have 
inured to their property, because of the construc- 
tion of this work, so far as it has proceeded. One 
of them was laid upon our table this morning, 
and I now hold itinmy hand. TheSenator from 
Indiana, [Mr. Bricut,} who is an advocate and 
supporter of this appropriation, knows that, upon 


| Pennsylvania avenue, between this and George- 
| town, for the grading of which we have made a 


large appropriation, there 1s a very considerable 


| number of applicants urgently pressing him and 


people should know that they must rely, to some | 


extent, on their own resources, and not look to 
the Federal Government for everything. I can- 
not agree that it was ever dusigrtod by those who 
located the Government at this place, that it was 
to be built up into a national city, in contradistine- 
tion to an ordinary municipal city. It was to be 
the seat of Government; butit was not to change 
in that respect the relations of those dwelling in 
ittothe municipality. They were to live upon 
their labor as the people of other cities. As was 
remarked this morning by the Senator from [owa, 
there are hundreds of cities and towns that would 
be willing to take the incidental advantages de- 
rived from the establishment of the seat of Gov- 
ernment in their midst without asking for every- 
thing at the hands of the Federal Government, 
in addition to those incidental advantages, which 
are very large, 

My worthy friend, the distinguished Senator 
from Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamtn,] seems to appre- 
hend that, if we impose this burden upon the 
cities of the District, it will come back upon us. 

cannot agree with him. 
come here, either temporarily as visitors, or to 
remain herein the discharge of their official duties, 
will have to pay heavily and largely, but I think 
that already the people hace measure the means of 
members of Congress and every body else pretty 
well, and they come up just to the standard that 


they can pay. It will not, therefore, increase the 
expenses at all. 


the United States is 
sphere when it undertakes to do everything of a 
Police and municipal kind for the inhabitants of 


I admit that those who | 


other Senators for payment for damages which 
have been done their property, because of the 
grading upon the avenue. I believe the petitions 
have been referred to my friend from Indiana, as 


a member of the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. He is cognizant of the fact that, in 


| the opinion of the Attorney General, large claims 
| are justly due against this Governmenton account 


of the damages done to the pruperty by the grad- 
ing of Pennsylvania avenue between this and 
Georgetown. If this be the fact, | undertake to 


| Say we shall have claims ad infinitum, from 


Georgetown to the Great Falls, for damages done 
by this work. 

Again, | understand that the people along the 
route raise a question of constitutional power, 


| and deny the right of the Legislature of Mary- 
| land to pass the act which they did pass, allow- 


ing us to tap the Potomac at the Great Fails. 


| They assert that nothing but a convention of the 
| people could confer power on the Legislature to 
| enable them to pass such an act. 


But whether this be so or not, Mr. President, 


' this is the entering wedge of an amount of ex- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| nificent water-works in New York city. 


penditure which will fall but little short of that 
which has attended the establishment of the mag- 


but pay the entire expense of the water-works, as 


we have paid forthe grading of theavenues, for || 
construction of the city hall, for court-houses. 
| and everything else in this city. And why? Be- 


cause, forsooth, we own the Capitol and the build- 
ings for the Departments. Do we not own cus- 


I think that the Government of || tom-houses and a vast amount of other property 
going beyond its appropriate | in New York and Philadelphia free from taxa- 


tion, and yet have we heard of any claim from 


| give her such a boon as a Mint. 


ONAL GLOBE. 


_ 1883 


tions because our property is located there? No, 
Philadel- 
phia fights New York whenever it is proposed to 
But neither of 
them comes here to ask us to contribute towards 
the erection of water-works for their cities. 

But, Mr. President, if that argument be good, T 
ask you what can you say when we come here 
and demand an appropriation for harbors, not for 
speculation, but for refuge, which have been par- 
tially completed, upon those great inland seas, 


_ where the lives of our people are exposed to the 


tempests and waves? What will many of the 
peculiar friends of this appropriation say then? 
Many, perhaps, go for this because of its prox- 
imity to the Old Dominion, and the advantages 
which will inure from it to this section of the 
country. They tell us that we have the constita- 
tional power to go on with this vast expenditure 
of money; but they will fight to the death an ap- 


| propriation, though the work may be half done, 
| or three fourths done, for a harbor of refuge at 
| Sheboygan or elsewhere on the most stormy inland 


| nent perils. 


seas, where human life is exposed to such immi- 
Where, sir, is the man, woman, or 
child, that has died for want of water in Wash- 
ington or Georgetown? Hundreds of your neigh- 


| bors and friends, Mr. President, [Mr. Srvanr in 
| the chair,] and mine have found a watery grave on 


Here || 
we are told that, because of the property of the || 
| Government, we should not contribute a portion, 


these inland seas. Our harbors are uncompleted, 
and we are now struggling to get through a bill 
to preserve their lives. This is the diffegence be- 
tween the two cases. + 

1 know we are beset here by the people of the 
District for this appropriation: it 1s urged and 
pressed by them. Towards them I have none 
other than the kindest feelings, and am ready to 
contribute the fair proportion of the Government 
to this work; but I do not think it is proper to re- 
quire us to pay the whole cost, gpd to let them 
have the water for nothing. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I rise to shy 
to the friends of the District of Columbia that 
they had better accept the amendment offered by 
the honorable Senator from Virginia; for | think 
a very fair statement of the proposition would at 
once show that, if by an appropriation of 


| $3,000,000, we bring water into the city of Wash- 


ington, and thereby enhance the price of land and 
real estate twenty-five per cent., or fifty percent., 
or one hundred per cent, those who receive this 
bounty by the enhancement of the value of their 
property, are in justice bound to make some con- 
tribution towards it. Are we to be a bountiful 


| dispenser of the public money for their benefit? 


I know, sir, that we are under very strong ob- 
ligations to take charge of our public buildings, 
and, perhaps, we have an interest in bringing 
water into this city, but nothing like the interest 
of those who are at our doors asking for the ap- 
propriation. If the city of Washington had not 
been built up Sy rapid settlement—respectable 
settlers, | grant—there would have been water 


| enough for all the purposes of the public, without 


the erection of these water works. But, sir, if 
we are to bestow this money by way of bounty to 
bring gold in thé form of water upon the lands of 
the proprietors here, itis nothing but right that 
they should contribute a proportion of the ex- 
pense, and a larger proportion than one fourth; 
but I will go for that proposition; and if gentle- 


| men are disposed to pass this appropriation in 


good faith, they can, by my consent, do it in no 
other way. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Huwnter’s amendment to the amendment, 


| resulted—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Bright, Butler, Cass, Clay, 


| Cooper, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Fitzpatrick, Gillette, 


Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, James, Johnson, Jones of Towa, 


| Mallory, Maxon, Slidell, Sumaer, Thompson of Kentucky. 
| Thomson of New Jersey, Toucey, Wade, and Weller—26. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Bayard, Benjamin, 
Brodhead, Chase, Clayton, Dawson, Fessenden, Foot, 


| Geyer, Houston, Jones of Tennessee, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, 
| Shields, Stuart, and Walker—19. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


I pow renew the motion fur- 


| ther to amend the amendment, by adding to it— 


And provided further, That the main aqueduct shall 


not be more than seven feet in diameter. 


Mr. BENJAMIN. I merely wish to say that, 
by the report in relation to this aqueduct, it ap- 


| pears that the difference in cost between a seven 


} 


and nine feet aqueduct, is only $380,000. The 


those cities or anywhere else for large appropria- | reason of that is, that the genera! estimate for the 
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whole work comprehends, notalone the aqueduct, || in the city of New York havinga sufficient supply 


but the besins and all the other portions of the 
work. The difference in supply will be thirty 
millions of gallons. 

Mr. PRATT. [t will be one half. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Yes, sir, { believe it will 
be over thirty mullions of gallons; for a seven 
feet aqueduct would supply about thirty-one 
millions of gallons, and a nine feet aqueduct 
sixty-seven millions. The difference is thirty-six 
millions of gallons; while the difference of cost is 
only $300,000, It appears to me that this simple 
statement 18 sufficient to satisfy Senators that 
there is no necessity for this amendment, and that 
it wil be a very injurious one, indeed. 

Mr. JAMES. | would ask the honorable Sena- 
tor, what is the necessity for a nine feet aqueduct? 
It is well known, that the aqueduct which leads 
the water into New York city is but seven feet 
in diameter, and the fall there is very much less 
than it is from the Great Falls of the Potomac to 
thia*city; and there is water enough brought 
through that aqueduct to supply two millions of 
inhabitants. Now, if there is any necessity 
for an aqueduct giving twice that amount of 
water, | should like some Senator to say so. | 
am willing to vote for it if there be any necessity 
for it; but not otherwise. 

Mr. PRATT. In the first place, Mr. Presi- 
dent, | doubt the power of Congress to alter the 
vlan which has been adopted. This water is to 
Ve taken from the State of Maryland. The ori- 

inal apropriation required the assent of Mary- 

fand antecedent to the commencement of the work 
by which the water was to be taken. The act of 
the Legislature of Maryland giving that assent 
recites that: 

“ Whereas, The Congress of the United States have 
appropriated the sum of 910,000 for the purpose of sup- 
plying the city of Washington with water, upon such plan 
as the President@#the United States may approve.”’ 


tion is: 


** Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Maryland, 
That if the plan adopted by the President of the United 
States for supplying the city of Washington with water, 
should require the said water to be drawn from any source 
Within the fimits ofthis State, consent is bereby given,” &c. | 

So the Senate will perceive that the assent of 
Maryland to the taking of the water from within 
her lamits, was given exclusively upon the condi- 


by the President of the United States. Now, itis 


of the engineer who made the surveys for this 
work, that the President has adopted a plan by 
which the aqueduct is to be of nine feet diameter. 

In addition to this, the Senator from Louisiana 
{Mr. Bensamin] has shown the Senate, by figures 


furnighed by the engineer, (than whom I venture | 
to say, notwithstanding the suggestions thrown || to have a seven feet aqueduct thana nine feet one, | 


out that there may be a mistake in his estimate, || even at the same cost, for the reason that one is | 


| not as liable to get out of order as the other. 


there is not one more skilled in the country,) that 
@ uiine feet aqueduct will give double the supply of 


water which a seven feet aqueduct will give, while | 


the additional cost of the nine feet aqueduct will 
be only $380,000. 

W hen, therefore, I look to the consent of Mary- 
land, given upon the hypothesis that the nine feet 
aqueduct was to be the one adopted, (because the 
assent was given oncondition that the plan adopted 
by the President should be the one on which this 
work should be carried on,) and to the fact that 
the only increase of expense will “be $380,000, I 
can see no reason for the adoption of the amend- 


ment of the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. | 


Hamuin.} 

Mr. President, the part of the District of Colum- 
bia now owned by the Federal Government was 
ceded by the Stateof Maryland. Her great object 
Im passing the law authorizing you to take the 
property of her citizens for the purpose of bringing 


water to the District, was, not that the individual | 


citizens of the District of Columbia should be 


supplied with water, but that this city, built upon | 
the territory which she had conveyed to the United | 


States, should be worthy of the important object 


for which it was designed. 
But, sir, the Senator from Rhode Island {Mr. 
James} tells us that an aqueduct of seven feet 
diameter would be sufficient, and that the aque- 
duct at New York is but seven feet in diameter. 
Does thay Senator know that during the present 
summer there is nota single one of the fountains 
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| they may be, and though they may esteem them- 


an economical spirit as to prevent us from carry- | 


| in accordance with the plan adopted by the Chief | 
| Magistrate of the nation, let us wait until this | 


| ly unusual in this body, and this is the first time | 

| [ have seen it attempted to be displayed. I think | 

| it is now displayed for a very improper and un- 

| worthy object. 

“The preamble continues, and then the first sec- || 
'| that the act of assent of Maryland was an assent | 

| to the plan adopted by the President, and Congress | 

| has no power to alter the plan to which Maryland | 

| assented; and, in the second place, according to 

| the argument of my friend from Louisiana, there | 


| thereby getting one half less water than otherwise. | 


3 | tween the seven feet and the nine feet aqueduct, 
tion that it should be taken upon the plan adopted || 


| in cost. Even if that be so, it should be borne in | 
known to every one who has looked at the report || 
| 





| York aqueduct was made with seven feet instead | 
| of a larger diemeter. It is known to every gen- 





| difference in the expense. We are told by my 


of water to play? 


BE 


played with the water that will be broy 


Taly 24, 


the city through a seven feet aqueduet eh to 


Mr. JAMES. Allow me to say to the honor- | as through a nine feet aqueduct. There; pa 


| able Senator that that grows out of the want ofa | cessity for sucha large aqueduct, 
_ remarked by theSenator from Rhode 


sufficient supply of water at the Croton. The 
aqueduct itself is not filled, nor half filled, now. 
Mr. PRATT. Well, sir, { learn from author- 
ity in which [ have implicit confidence—the au- 
thority of the engineer appointed by the President | 


| to make this survey, and therefore the authority 


on which Congress should rely—that what I have 
stated is correct. I say this is authority to which 
Congress should look, instead of the mere opMions 
of Senators on this floor, who, however scientific 


selves superior in scientific attainments to this 
engineer, have never made the survey, and do not 


| know the fall or flow of water, or anything of that 


kind, except as furnished by him. 

Now, the great object of having a nine feet aque- 
duct, at an additional cost of only $380,000, is 
that this city may have its magnificent fountains 
with an abundance of water, to be played at all || 
times for the comfort and convenience of the citi- 
zens of the United States who may visit the na- | 
tional metropolis. 1 would greatly prefer that no | 
appropriation should be made at the present se:- 


let us wait until we have. If we have now such | 


ing on this great work as it should be carried on, | 


spirit of economy shall have left us. Itis certain- | 


Therefore, sir, I conclude, in the first place, | 


is no object in saving this mere pittance, and | 
Mr. JAMES. A question has been raised be- | 
and it is said there will be but $380,000 difference | 


mind that the seven feet aqueduct is much less liable | 
to get out of repair; and for that reason the New | 





tleman that a large cylinder, particularly a brick | 
cylinder, is very difficult to construct, so that it | 
can be kept in its position, and it is much better 


Mr. COOPER. The Senator from Rhode 
Island has said part of what I designed to say. 
I should make no difference whatever between the | 
seven and the nine feet pipes, on account of the | 





friend from Louisiana that the difference would be | 


| but $380,000, and I presume it would be no more; | 


but it would be greatly better, | am satisfied, that | 
the city and the Government should be supplied | 
with seven feet pipes, which can be easily con- | 


| structed, various establishments in the country 


being of capacity equal to casting that kind of | 
| pipes, but perhaps not a single one inthe country | 
| is of capacity enough to cast pipes of the dimen- | 
sions proposed. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Allow me to say to my 
| friend that the question is not as to the size of the | 
pipes. The question is as to the size of the brick | 
aqueduct. Itisthe brick aqueduct, the diameter of | 
which it is proposed to reduce to seven feet in- | 
stead of nine feet. It is already partly built with 
the diameter of nine feet. 





Mr. BENJAMIN. I do not know how much, 
but itis partly built. 

Mr. COOPER. Sir, there is no kind of doubt | 
that the supply of water which will be conveyed | 
to the city through a seven feet aqueduct will be 
more than necessary for all the purposes which 
have been referred to by several Senators who 
have spoken. You can have your fountains 


Mr. COOPER. How much of it is built? | 


| with water through a seven feet aqu 


that makes, as you are perfectly aware, gi 
| vast difference in the amount of water ; 


| ly in inereasing the amount of water t 
_ through the aqueduct or pipes. Now 


| taining half a million of souls, and 


| duct supplies water for more than is 


1S no ne. 
As has been 
Island, Ney 
abundany 


: : educt ’ 
is nothing like the amount of fall ements no 


: head 
of the Croton aqueduct that there is bet 
Great Falls of the Potomac and this seioes na 
Ta 
Pressed 
rY large. 
hat flows 
. » Sir, wh 
we see by the experience of a city already ent 
probably 


; ‘deg Necessary | 
for all their wants, why is it that we should . 


pend one cent more, making the work less pe, 


York city is supplied, and supplied 


through, the amount of head Operating ve 


more than that number, that a seven 


| fect, than by expending the amount that would 


be required for the smaller class of aqueduct, hays 
a perfect work? There is no reason for it whai. 
ever. 


Mr. PRATT. My friend from Pennsylvania 


| is altogether mistaken, as I learn, in the fact oq 
| sion, rather than that you should alter the magnif- | 
| icent plan adopted by the President, for the mere | 
| purpose of saving $330,000. If we have no money 

| now in the Treasury to devote to this purpose, | 


which his argument is predicated. The slope or 
- of the Croton aqueduct, New York, is ong 

Mr. COOPER. To how much? 

Mr. PRATT. I will give the Senator all the 
information which | possess. The fall in New 
York is as one foot compared with nine inches 
here. That is to say, it is one foot to the mile 
and here nine inches to the mile; and, therefore, 
the slope here is less, and consequently the larger 
dimension of aqueductis required. This | Jeary 
from the engineer. ‘ 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I desire to 
staie very briefly the reasons which induce me to 
vote against the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maine, inaddition to what has beep 
so well and satisfactorily said by my friends from 
Louisiana and Maryland. We authorized, by an 
act of Congress, this whole work to be constructed 
on sucha plan as the President of the United 
States should approve. A judgm@it as to the 
propriety of the plan depends on a knowledge of 
science, of mechanics. The President of the 
United States had access to the véry best means in 
the country to ascertain what was the best plan on 
which this work should be constructed. Therefore, 
if he sought for the best plan, he had the highest 
probability of obtaining it. The President could 
have had no motive under Heaven but to adopt 
the best plan; and, therefore, I presume that the 
plan adopted was the best. 

Now, sir, I have not the skill and acquaintance 
with such matters that some Senators have. | am 
not a scientific person. 1 do not understand the 
operation of mechanical forces. 1 do not under 
stand any of the elements which would enable me 
to decide whether a nine feet or a seven feet aque- 
duct is preferable—whether the larger is necessary 
or whether the smaller will do. Under such cir 
cumstances, | shall not take ages myself to under. 
take to decide this question, but ! shall presume 
upon the argument ad verecundian that it is proper 
for me to suppose that the Chief Magistrate, under 
all the advantages he has had to adopt the best 
plan, without a possible motive to adopt ollier 
than the best, has adopted it 

Sir, as to the suggestions given by those who 
hang around this Capitol, experimentors, met 

who have plans for every thing, | for my part do 
not trouble myself with them. 1 have no doubt 
that if you were now to reduce the diameter of 
this aqueduct to seven feet, you would at the 
next session of Cangress find plenty of scientife 
persons who would show you that it would bes 
great deal better to have it five feet, and | have 
doubt that ultimately they would get it down © 
one foot. Nine feet has been selected. {i bss 
not been demonstrated, because we have not her 
the materials from which demonstration could 
obtained, and if we had the materials, | have 0% 
got information and capacity to enable me ‘0 de 
cide, that that character of work is not the bet. 
Why then changeit?) Why run the risk of losing 
the great benefits of this work for the pu 2 
saving a comparatively small sum of money, 
with the necessity, in the first instance, of — 
down a part of the work which you havealres¢) 
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It is already ep: Why interfere with it? 


Wy? 
9 vse the diameter of the aqueduct be two 
8 ‘more than is necessary, what harm will it do? 
feet 


+a great deal better to have four feet of 
sitnotag 


sjuct more than Is necessary, than to have 

Se veches less than may be required? ‘Therefore, 

rl a yote against the amendment to the amend- 
sna 


: Me ‘JAMES. I was in hopes that I should not 
save anything more to say on this subject; but 
4. honorable Senator from North Carolina has 
ferred to outsiders. Sir, no outsider has spoken 
ee eon this subject. I speak in regard to the 
hea feet aqueduct from my own knowledge, 
oe | say from my own practical knowledge, that 
gill furnish water enough, if well constructed 
. j well built, to supply two millions of inhabit- 
i with all the water which they can properly 


oT, BADGER. I-had no doubt, sir, that the 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island did not de- 
rve his information from persons outside the 
Chamber. I had no reference to him. I know he 
ig skilled in the kind of knowledge necessary to 
enable him to come to an accurate conclusion, and 
needs no help; but I said what I did because I 
have heard from the beginning of the session from 
various quarters, of persons here who professed 
to haveskill in these matters, who had thrown out 
eygvestions that they could give plans, magnifi- 

ous in their operation, and comparatively cheap 

in expense. It was that to which I alluded. || 
I have not the skill which the Senator from Rhode 

island has, and, therefore, 1 cannot decide for | 
myself. Then the question is, what shall I do? 

Take the opinion expressed here, or take the de- | 
cision pronounced by the President? Sir, I shall 
take the latter. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, [ shall vote | 
avainst this amendment, not that I have any 
knowledge of the relative merits of a seven feet or 
a nine feet aquedutt as the proper diameter, but 
the Congress of the United States, adhering to 
what | suppose to be the appropriate functions of 
the legislative body, determined to have these 
works erected, and they authorized the Executive 
to adopt such plan as he might deem most advis- 
able; and after full inquiry into the matter, he did 
adopta plan. Now, | think weare too much dis- 
posed here to trench on administrative duties. I 
would rather see each of the Departments of the 
Government confined toits appropriate functions. | 
This body is not fitto decide as to the details of | 
the construction of a work of this kind. For my | 
own part, when I think a work ought to be erected, | 
am willing to trust to Executive discretion to see || 
that itis properly done, particularly when the plan | 
has been confided to him for the purpose of execu- 
tion, It isa more appropriate mode for the con- | 
struction of all public works. Further, I may be 
allowed to say, Mr. President, that I do think we 
might save some loss to the country, and secure 
some benefit to ourselves, if we adhered a little 
more uniformly to the maxim of ne sutor ultra cre- 
pidam, and did not undertake to decide things of 
which we have no adequate knowledge. 

Mr.RUSK. There are two or three reasons | 
which satisfy my mind to vote against the amend- 
ment to the amendment. The one stated by the 
honorable Senator from Delaware, would be con- 
clusive in the absence of any other. This is a 
matter of detail which requires scientific knowl- 
edge. The responsibility of determining the size 
of the aqueduct was thrown on the President of || 
the United States. Asa matter of course, from 
his position he must have availed himself of the 
best scientific information at his command, and he 

as determined upon an aqueduct of nine feet 
iameter, 

Then, sir, there are one or two other reasons | 
which are very conclusive. The additional ex- | 
pense, as stated by the honorable Senator from || 

uusiana,'who | presume speaks from correct in- || 
formation, is but $380,000, while the supply of | 
Water secured by a nine feet aqueduct is about | 
double the other. This city will grow. This is | 
* permanent work. It may, and [ trust it will, | 

st for ages to come. It may turn out, after a | 
While, that an aqueduct seven feet in diameter | 
pe place us in the condition in which I see by | 
eile caro New York is now placed. I per- 
ua itis discussed in the newspapers there, 

‘ner or not they should do the work over 
“gain, in order to get a sufficient supply of water. | 


| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
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All their papers which I have seen complain that | Mr. HUNTER. I should be unwilling to 


the supply is not sufficient 

When we have such strong reasons as these, 
I shall certainly vote azainst this amendment. In 
the first place, this plan has been determined by 
the President, on his responsibility, after we threw 
the responsibility upon him. In the next place, 
the expense of the larger diameter over the one 
proposed, being but $380,000, and the supply of 
water more than double, I think it would certainly 
be bad economy to change it at this time. 

The amendment of Mr. Hamutn to the amend- 
mentof the committee, was rejected; and the ques- 
tion recurred on the amendment of the committee 
as modified. 

Mr. MASON. After that amendment is dis- 
posed of, with the asseut of the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, | shall ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of Executive 
business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Inasmuch as 
the amendment has been somewhat modified in its 
phraseology, the Chair will have it read again to 
the Senate. 

It was read, as follows: 

For continuing the work for a supply of water to the 
cities of Washington and Georgetown, $590,000: Provided, 
That no part of the sum hereby appropriated sliall be ex- 
pended until the corporations of Washington and George 
town, oreither of them, shall appropriate and pay an amount 
equal to one fourth of said sum for the same purpose ; aud 
full power and authority are hereby given to said corpora 
lions respectively to raise, by loan or otherwise, any sum 


| Of money that may be necessary to enabie them, or either 


of them, to make the appropriation herein required. And 
the said corporations of Washington and Georgetown, and 
the inhabitants of said cities, respectively, or the corpora 
tion making the appropriation, aud the inlabilamts ot said 
city, shall be authorized to use the surplus water which 
may be brought to the Washington aqueduct, after sup- 
plying the Government establisiments in Washington, 
under such general rules and regulations as may hereafter 
be prescribed by Congress; and each of said corporations 
shall have the right to charge and collect of the inhabitants 
of said cities, such reasonable tax or rent for the use of the 
water, as will provide tor the regular payment of the in- 
terest and gradual payment ot the principal of any money 
which may be raised under the authority hereby given. 


Mr. DAWSON. 


I wish to make a suggestion 


| to the Senator from Virginia, as to the phraseology 
| of the amendment. 


These works were proceed- 
ing, but for some time past they have been par- 


| tially stopped, and part of the hands have been 


removed, and I see an indication in the amend- 


| ment which will continue that state of affairs, and 


leave the work already finished subject to dilapi- | 
dation and ruin. There is a limitation contained | 
in the amendment that no part of this money shall 
be employed for the construction of the aqueduct 
until the amount required to be raised by the cities 
of Georgetown and Washington shall be raised by 
them. Now, is it not better to change that and 
give to those corporations time enough to levy the 


| tax, and to the people to pay it, without suspend- 


ing the work, and losing by the delay more than 
their share will perhaps amount to? 
I merely suggest this; and I will also take occa- 


| sion to say,as I said once before here, that I have 


been up and down these works. | went asa mem- 


| ber of the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


with my friend from Louisiana, (Mr. Bensamry.]} 
We looked at the works, and felt proud, as Amer- 
ican citizens, that they were being constructed; 
but we saw that the portion already executed, was 
subject to ruin from floods, rains, and other causes; 
and there were not hands enough to protect it in 
its unfinished state. 

Now, sir, can we tell when this sum of money 
Let us rely 


| on the corporations until the next meeting of Con- 
| gress, and let the work go on during the Summer 


and fall; and when we return in the winter, we 
shall be enabled to put such regulations and re- 


strictions on this matter as shall be desirable. All | 


that I ask is, that the work shall be permitted to 
goon. The leading hands connected with it are 
still retained, and about twenty-five laborers with 
them. ‘This expense is going on daily, without 
the ability to remove the dirt, and have it carried 
off in wheelbarrows. I hope the Senator will look 
to that fact, and make the necessary modifica- 
tion. 


Mr. HUNTER. I understand it is not in my 
power to modify the amendment. It has been 
voted on. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
unanimous consent to modify it. 


Mr. ADAMS. I object. 


It requires 


modify the amendment, because it was drawn 
up on consultation. The provision, as I un- 
derstand it, was designed to secure the codpera- 
tion of the cities of the District. | believe the cities 
will be willing to agree to it. I believe that, with 
such an amendment, the appropriation will! prob- 
ably pass. | think it will work well. The cities 
will raise the sum required, and we can go on, 
both parties being sausfied, and finish the work. 
This was designed as a security, to give evidence 
that the cities would raise the money hefore the 
work was accomplished, in order to satisfy Con- 
gress that they would contribute their share be- 
fore the work goes on. 

Mr. PEARCE. I am inclined to think it would 
be better not to act on this amendment immedi- 
ately. There is a provision in the charter of the 
corporation of Washington which forbids the cor- 
porate authorities from adding anything to their 
present debt, or from laying taxes for that pur- 
pose, without the consent of two thirds of the cit- 
izens, given at an annual election. | have just 
looked at the charter, and find that to be the case. 
It would, therefore, require the amendment to be 
so modified as to give authority to the corpora- 
tion, either to incur this debt without consulting 
the citizens, or 

Mr. HUNTER. The amendment does give 
that authority to the corporation. 

Mr. PEARCE. But suppose the corporate 
authorities should not be willing to incur the debt 
witnout the assent of the citizens? They might 
desire to have the assent of two thirds, at a spe- 
cial election. I think it would be best, perhaps, 
not to press the amendment now, particularly as 
it is proposed to go on with some other business. 

Mr. BELL. I understand that all these ques- 
tions are to be put over again in the Senate after 
the bill shail be reported from the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the bill is under consideration in the 
Senate now, and not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MASON. In accordance with the sugges- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Maryland, If 
move to postpone the further consideration of this 
bill uatil to-morrow, with the view of considering 
Executive business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 


and after sometime spent therein, the doors were 
reopened. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
Lewis Warrington, jr., a purser in the United 
S:ates Navy, praying for the difference between 
the pay of a purser of a frigate, and that of a first 
class steam frigate, while thus employed on the 
steamship Mississippi, submitted a report, accom- 
panied bya bill for his relief; which was read, and 
passed toa second reading. The report was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the following memorials and peti- 
tions, asked to be discharged from their further 
consideration, which was agreed to. 

A memorial of Stewart Sanderson, of West- 
port, New York, proposing a plan for harbor de 
fense by means of a floating battering ram. 

A petition of E. C. B. Thompson, widow of 
Charles B. Thompson, praying to be allowed the 
pension to which her husband was entitled at the 
time of his death. 

A memorial of John D. Gibson, praying for 
commissions on his disbursements as acting purser 
of the United States schooner Enterprise. 

A memorial of Josiah Tatnall, junior, a purser 
in the United States Navy, praying Congress to 
indemnify him for losses sustained whilst purser 
of United States ship Dale, om the coast of Africa. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred certain statistical information in ref- 
erence to a line of mail steamers proposed to be 
established by Christian Hansen, between Brook- 
lyn, New York, and certain ports in Europe, 
asked to be discharged from its further considern- 
tion, and that it be referred to the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads; which was agreed 
to. 
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Mr. SLIDELL, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was recommitted the bill-for | 


the relief of Henry 8. Sanford, reported it back, 
with an amendment, 

Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office, to whom was recommitted 
the bill to amend the several acts now in force 
relating to the Patent Office, reported it back 
with sundry amendinents. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GWIN asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to introducea bill for the re- 
lief of David F. Douglass, late marshal of the 
northern district of California; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


LANDS IN INDIANA. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Iam directed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to which was re- 
ferred the bill toamend an act entitled ‘* An act for 
the relief of the inhabitants of the reserved town- 
ship in Gibson county, in the State of Indiana,”’ 
approved August 11, 1842, to report it back with 
amendments. It is a very unimportant bill to the 
United States, and I ask that it may be put upon 
its passage now, 

Mr. BADGER. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


I move that the Senate do 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpary, July 24, 1854. 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a. m. Prayer 
oy Rev. Henry Suicer. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is a motion holding over from last Monday, to 


; in 
suspend the rules for the purpose of enabling the | 


gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] to report 
the following bill: 

House bill (No. 34) ‘* granting the rightof way 
and a donation of land to the State of Alabama 
in aid of the construction of the Coosa and Ten- 
nessee railroad, in said State, leading from Gads- | 
den to the Tennessee river, at or near Gunter’s | 
Landing.”’ 

Mr. COBB obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Will the gentleman || 
from Alabama yield me the floor a moment? 

Mr. COBB. I hope no friend will ask me to 
yield the floor, if so Seite will affect my motion 
at all. 

Mr. DAVIS. It will not affect it. 

Mr. COBB. There have been thirty applica- | 
tions to me this morning to yield the floor for 
various purposes, 

Mr. DAVIS. Do you object. 

Mr. COBB. No, Ido not; but I want to state 
this if the gentleman will allow me: Last Satur- 
day, | suppose, we did the largest business Con- 
gress has ever done since the organization of the 
Government. The committee at last found itself 
without a quorum, and were thereby prevented 
from proceeding further, and reporting the bills to 
the House. I want to state to the House, before 
this measure of mine is considered, if it is the | 
nleasure of the House to resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House, in order to re- 
port the action of Saturday, | have not the least 
objection to their doing so, provided my motion 
shall come up immediately after, and that the busi- 
ness of the House remain precisely as it is now 
until that business shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Wecan accomplish the same 
purpose by a much shorter method. | will move, 
if the House will allow me, thatthe Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the further 
consideration of the bills laid aside to be reported | 
to the House on Saturday last, and that they be 
brought into the House, I will then move that 
the House, by one vote, concur in the report of | 
the committee; and we can thus dispose of the 
whole business without consuming but very little | 
of the time of the House. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I rise to a question of || 
order. 1 understood the Speaker to recognize me 
before he did the gentleman from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. That would not alter the | 


state of business at all; for no motion would bein |. 
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| been demanded. 


order except to adjourn, and no discussion would 
be in order upon any question. The Chair might | 
have recognized the gentieman, not knowing but | 
he wished to move to adjourn, 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, sir, is it not true that the 
Chair recognized me? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did recognize 
the gentleman, but no motion was in order except 


| to adjourn. 


Mr. DAVIS. I asked the gentleman from 
Alabama to yield to me to enable me to move to 
report a Senate bill from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from Ala- | 
bama refused to give way for that purpose. 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 propounded the question dis- | 
tinctly to the gentleman whether he objected to 
my proposition, and he replied that he did not. 
The proprietors of the Glenwood Cemetery wish 
to dedicate the cemetery to-morrow, and | hope 
there will be no objection to passing this act for 
their incorporation. 

Mr. COBB. Certainly, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will set the gen- 
tleman from Alabama and himself right then by 
propounding the question, whether there be any 
objection to the gentleman from Indiana reporting 
a bill? 

GLENWOOD CEMETERY. 

There was no objection, and the bill was re- 
ported, and read by its title, as follows: 

An act to incorporate the proprietors of the 
Glenwood Cemetery. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will just state to the House 
that the bill is in the usual form of acts of incor- | 
poration, with all the guards that are usually con- 
tainedin such acts. I have examined the bill very | 
carefully, and so has the chairman of the Commit- | 
tee for the District of Columbia. I do not think 
it is necessary to have it read. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the read- 
g. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The amendment of the Committee for the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia was read and agreed to, as fol- 
lows: 

Add as an additional section: | 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That each of the 


stockholders in said company shall be held liable in his or | 
her individual capacity for all the debts and liabilities of 


said company, however contracted or incurred, to be re- || 


covered by suit as other debts or liabilities before the court | 
or tribunal having jurisdiction of the case. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time, and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 


bama, [Mr. Housron,] by unanimous consent, | 


| proposes that the House shall discharge the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House from certain bills 
| passed upon by the committee on Saturday last; 


and further, that the House shall act upon them 
en masse, as reported from the committee. 
unanimous consent of the House given to that | 
course? 

Mr. MILLSON, I desire to ask the Chair if | 
it would not be competent for the House to take a 


be desired ? 


The SPEAKER. There is no doubt about the 


propriety of passing each bill upon its own merits, || 
unless the unanimous consent of the House be || 
given to the proposition fhade by the gentleman || 
| from Alabama. 


Mr. MILLSON. Ifthe gentleman from Ala- | 
bama wall modify his motion, and allow the bills | 
to be reported to the House and placed in the po- 
sition in which they would have been placed, had 
the chairman of the Committee of the Whole re- 
poctes them to the House on Saturday, I should 

ave no objection. I will go further than that: | 
will agree that a single vote shall be taken on all 
those bills upon which a separate vote has not 
There are some of the bills 
upon which | wish a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the Committee of the Whole be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of these 
bills, and that they be brought before the House 
for their action ? 

Cries of ‘*Agreed !”’ “* Agreed !’’} 
r. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia objects, he will defeat my proposition; for it 





| further consideration of these bills, and 


| from the Speaker’s table a bill to const 


| The bill makes an appropriation, and it theres 


| its title, as follows: 


Goggin. 


Is the || 


BE. , 


requires the unanimous consent of the 
My object is to get the speediest action “ 

upon these bills. [I will modify my — 
move only to discharge the committee in wad 


bring in 


le, 
House 


the bills as they are ordered to be reported | 
committee. >Y the 
The SPEAKER. If there be pn 
~— we eee the House. 
r. N. I ho t 
from Alabamn wilt-wihdtaw bind totem 
ment, in order that | may submita motion tout, 


in the Territories of Nebraska and Washinen 


0 Objection, 


by the rules, must go to the Committee of z 
Whole on the state of the Union. My Ghiens 2 
to take it from the table, sothat we may get acing 
upon it. 

There being no objection, the bill was take 
from the table, and read a first and second time by 

Senate bill (No. 435) ‘* making 8ppropriating 
for the construction of certain military roads 
the Territories of Nebraska and Washington " 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill contains a, 


| appropriation, and will have to go to the Com, 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Unio, 
I move that it be referred to that committee. _ 
The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands thy 
by unanimous consent, the bills upon the Privy 
Calendar, reported by the Committee of theWho} 
are before the House for their action. ‘fhe Cha: 
proposes to the House that the bills be read jy 
their titles, and be voted upon en masse, exces 
such bills as a*separate vote may be demanded 
upon by a member rising in his place and doing 
so. 

{Cries of **Agreed !”? ** Agreed !’’} 

The SPEAKER. That will be a convenien 
mode, anda safe onealso. ~~ 

The following Senate bills were therefore read 
by their titles: 

No. 303. An act for the relief of James M 

No. 147. An act for the relief of the legal rep. 
resentatives of the late Thomas Chapman, for. 
merly collector of the port of Georgetown, Sou 
Carolina. 

No. 199. An act authorizing a patent to be 
issued to Peter Poucin for certain lands thereis 


| described. 


No. 234. An act for the relief of Conrad Wheat, 
jr., or his legal representatives. 

No. 154. An act for the reliefof Richard King. 

No. 136. An act for the relief of William Se- 


|| na Factor. 


The SPEAKER. The following amendments 
have been reported to this bill: 

In the third line strike out $3,707, and insert $2,000. 

At the end of the bill add the following proviso: 


Provided,Said sum shall be received in full of al! claim 
or account of the property herein mentioned. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
No. 62. An act for the relief of Richard M. 


Bouton, George Wright, and the widow of Mar 
separate vote upon any bill upon which it may || 


vin W. Fisher. 

No. 183. An act for the relief of Passed Mid- 
shipmen George P. Welsh and Clark H. Wel 

No. 113. An act for the relief of the widow 
and orphans of the officers and seamen of itt 
United States schooner Grampus, who were lot 
in that vessel, in March, 1843, near the coast of 
the United States. 

No. 275. An act for the relief of Andrew J. 
Deckerhoff. : 

No. 133. An act for the relief of Lavinia Tey 
lor. 

No. 743. Anact for the compensation of Jame 
W. Low and others, for the capture of the Britis 
private armed schooner Ann, during the late w# 
with Great Britain. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
that bill. 

No. 229. An act 
Russell. 


I ask a separate vote up? 
for the relief of Thomas S. 

No. 308. An act for the relief of A. G. Be 
i 144. An act for the relief of Purser T. ?. 
McBiair. - : 


No. 224. An act for the relief of the represe™” 
atives of Joseph Watson, deceased. 
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“\», 146. An act for the relief of Samuel H. 


tem stead 


Hem rng5. An act for the relief of John W. 








- Y 7g An act for the relief of Sylvester T. 


assignee of the interest of Henry Rich- 


Jerauld 


» No 999, An act for the relief of Thomas D. 
: No. 167. An act for the relief of Joseph Cam- 


No. 296. Anact for the relief of Manug] Her- 


andez. . 
, No. 189, An act for the relief of Mrs. Sally T. 
> Cochrane, widow of the late Lieutenant R. E. 
Cochrane, United States Army. 


vo, 250. An act for the relief of William 
. eee act for the relief of Rebecca Free- 
No. 94], An act for the relief of James Worms- 
‘No. 993. An act for the relief of Mary Carl- 
No. 340. An act for the relief of Sarah Cran- 
An act for the reliefof Joseph Gonder, 


hn Duff. 
act for the relief of William 


No. 71 
jr., and Jo 
" No, 231. An 
No. 185. An act for the reliefof the legal rep- 
resentatives of Samuel Prioleau, deceased. 

No. 248. An act for the relief of William Har- 
is, of Georgia. 

, No. 203. An act for the relief of James Ed- 
wards and others. 

No. 240. An act for the relief gf Thomas Snod- 
grass. 

[hesaid Senate bills, on which separate votes 
were not asked for, were then ordered to be read 
a third time, and were read a third time, and 
e following Senate bills was then read: 

No. 206. An act for the relief of the executrix 
of the laie Brevet Colonel A. C. Fanning, of the 
United States Army. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
upon that bill. 

The following House bills were then read by 
their titles: 

No 265. A bill for the relief of W.D. Porter, | 
of the United States Navy. 

No. 272. A bill for the relief of Daniel Bedin- 

er’s heirs. 
, No. 281. A bill for the relief of Brigadier Gen- 
eral John E. Wool. 

No. 323. A bill for the relief of J. C. Buckles, | 
of Louisville, Kentucky. 

No. 325. A bill for therelief of James S. Gra- 
ham and Walter H. Finnall. 

No. 364. A bill for the relief of William A. 
Duer, John Duer, and Beverly Robinson, trustees 
of the estate of Sarah Alexander, widow of Major 
General William Alexander, commonly known as 
Lord Sterling, 

No. 367. A bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John Rice Jones. 

No. 368. A bill for the relief of Robert F. | 
McGuire and Louisa, his wife, late Louisa Lamy. 

No. 371. A bill for the relief of Lieutenant 
George H. Paige, of the United States Army. 

No, 257. A joint resolution for the relief of | 
Captain J. H. Lendrum, of the United States 
ry. 

No. 373. A bill to provide a pension for Oliver 
2rown, of Chemung county, New York. 
No. 374. A bill to provide a pension for Ed- 
mund mitchell, of Carroll county, in the State of 
entucky, 


No. 376. A bill for the relief of James Butler. 


I call for a separate vote 





















of Indiana. 


No. 378. A bill for the relief of John Brown, | 
tcond, of New Hampshire. 

No. 379. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Anne 
V. Angus, widow of the late Captain Angus, | 
nited States Arm ¥ 
a 380. A bill for the relief of Betsey Nash. | 
ee 35l. A bill for the relief of Thomas Ellis. | 
{\o. 382. A bill for the relief of Charlotte S. | 
esteott, 

~ 333. A bill for the relief of Thomas Bro- 


| 


No. 377. A bill for the reliefof John . Hicks, | 
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man. 

No. 388. A bill for the relief of Titian R. Peale. 

No. 359. A bill forthe relief of Sylvester Hum- 
phrey, and the heirs of Alexander Humphrey, 
deceased. 

No. 393. A bill for the relief of Jacob McLel- 
an. 

No. 396. A bill for the relief of Charles J. Da- 
vis, administrator of Captain John Davis, an offi- 
cer in the war of the Revolution. 

No. 402. A bill for the relief of Charles H. 
W ileus. 

No. 26. A joint resolution forthe settlement of 
the claim of Don Juan Jesus Vigil, of New 
Mexico. 

A bill for the relief of Stephen Lutz, of New 
York. 

No. 410. A bill forthe relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Everard Meade. 

No. 411. A bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Larkin Smith. 

No. 414. A bill for the relief of George Mat- 
tingly. 

No. 415. A bill for the relief of Nathaniel Red- 
dick, administrator of Richard Taylor, deceased. 

No 416. A bill for the relief of John McVen 
and John F. McNeely, of Louisiana. 

No. 417. A bill forthe reliefof William Curran. 

No. 418. A bill for the relief of Enoch S. 
More. 

No. 419. A bill for the relief of Patrick Gass. 

No. 420. A bill for the relief of Rosalie Cax- 
illo. 

No. 421. A bill for the relief of A. S. Laugh- 


| ery. 


No. 423. A bill for the relief of J. McElhiny, 
E. P. Mathews, and Lawrence Cribben. 

No. 424. A bill for the relief of township forty- 
five, range one, in Warren county, Missouri. 

No. 299. A bill for the relief of the Pine Grove 
Academy, in Louisiana. 

No. 426. A bill for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Lieutenant Francis Ware. 

No. 429. A bill forthe relief of James Capen. 

No. 431. A bill for the relief of Thomas Ap 
Catesby Jones, surety for a former postmaster at 
Norfolk, Virginia, 

No. 433. A bill for the relief of James Wright, 
jr., of the State of Tennessee. 

No. 434. A bill for the relief of Captain Lewis 
E. Simonds. 

No. 435. A bill for the relief of Daniel Morse, 


| of Essex, Chittenden county, Vermont. 


No. 436. A bill for the relief of Ira Call, of 
Huron county, Ohio. 

No. 437. A bill for the relief of Isaac M. Sig- 
ler, of Putnam county, Indiana. 

No. 438. A bill for the relief of John Frazer, 
and the administrator of the estate of John G. 
Clendenin, deceased. 

No. 442. A bill for the relief of Mary H. 
Cushing. 

No. 443. A bill vesting the title of the United 
States to certain lands in the city of Cincinnati. 

No. 448. A bill for the relief of William H. 
Weirick. 

No. 446. A bill for the relief of the civil town- 


| ship of Marion, in the county of Mercer, Ohio. 


No. 447. A bill for the relief of the legal heirs 
of Benjamin Metoyer. 

The Committee of the Whole recommended an 
amendment,to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That the Commis- 
siouer of the Land Office be authorized and required to 
issue to said heirs and legal representatives patents for 
lands heretofore confirmed to them by acts of Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I move to amend 
the amendment by inserting efter the words ** to 
them”’ the words ** or under whom they claim,” | 
so that it would read— 

That the Commissioner of the Land Office be authorized 
and required to issue to said heirs and legal representatives 


patents heretofore confirmed to them, or to those under 
whom they claim by acts of Congress. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to. 
The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment as amended; and being taken, was decided 


| in the affirmative. 


So the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. | 
Mr. BENNETT. I wish 4 separate vote to || 


+ not live much longer. 
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Betsey Nash, so that | may submit an amendment 
to it. Without the amendment it will be of no 
avail. gs 
There was no objection; and the bit was laid 
aside fora separate vote 

Mr. McMULLIN. There wasa bill passed by 
the Committee of the Whole House, proposing to 
release a certain individual from the payment of a 
thousand and upward of dollars lost overboard in 
the Ohio river. 

TheSPEAKER. According to the unanimous 
order of the House, the bills acted on by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Saturday last were 
to be taken up and read by their titles; that on 
those designated by a member rising in his place, 
separate votes should be had, and thatthe remain- 
der should be voted on en masse. 

Mr. McMULLIN. The bill to which I refer 
sets a very dangerous precedent. The amountof 
appropriation is small, it is true, but the principle 
is an important one, and should be well looked to. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will refer 
to the title of the bill, it will, by unanimous con- 
sent, be taken from the bills to be voted on en masse 
for a separate vote. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Idonot recollect the num- 
ber or the title of the bill. I have only a recol- 
lection of the principle involved. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. 

The bills on which separate votes were not 
asked, were ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

The SPEAKER. Shall the third reading of 
these bills be dispensed with? 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’’] 

The bills were then passed. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the last lot of bills were passed, 
and that that motion be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I would suggest that the gen- 
tleman embrace in his motion the Senate bits 
which were previously passed. 

Mr.ABERCROMBIE. Very well. TLinclude 
all the bills which have been passed this morning, 
of those reported from the Committee of the 
W hole House. 

The motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table was agreed to. 


The next bill in order was Senate bill (No. 143,) 
‘* for the compensation of James W. Low and 
others for the eapture of the British private armed 
schooner Ann, during the late war with Great 
Britain,’’? on which a separate vote had been 
asked by Mr. Mitison. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


The next bill in order was Senate bill (No. 206) 
‘* for the relief of the executrix of the late Brevet 
Colonel A. C. W. Fanning, of the United States 
Army;’’ reported with amendments. 

Thefirstamendment wasto strike out **$7,230,”" 
and insert in lieu thereof ‘* $5,980.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The second amendment was to strike out the 
following words: 


As commissions for disbursements made in 1827 and 
1828, at the United States arsenal in Augusta, Georgia, 
and 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
read a third times and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 


The next billin order was House bill (No. 380) 
‘¢ for the relief of Betsey Nash.’’ 

Mr. BENNETT. 1 offer this amendment: to 
strike out in the eighth line the words ** for five 
years,’’ and in the ninth line the words ** fifty- 
four,’ and insert the following words at the end 
of the bill: “‘ thirty-one, and to continue for ten 
years.” 

1 wish to state to the House what the trouble 
about this bill is. The husband of this Mrs. 


|| Nash held a commission in the Army, and she 


was, at his death, entitled to a pension. This 
matter has been here since 1822, but a bill for her 
relief has never passed, She is now an old and 
infirm lady, and the probability ie that she will 
The pension committee 
have given her a pension, to commence from the 
Ist of January, 1854. The amendment which | 
have introduced does not propose to change the 


us 
No. 384. A bill for the relief of Anna E. Cook. | be taken on House bill (No. 280) for the relief of || amount, but merely that the pension shall com- 
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commence from the time that the proof of her title || suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing 


to it was made perfect, and let it ran on from that 
time for iod of ten years. That is all that 
the amendment proposes, and I hope it will be 
adopted. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I suppose that the com- 
mittee, in reporting the bill, did not understand 
the facts of the case thoroughly. The committee 
is satisfied with the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bennetr.] 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I would say, in 
addition to the remarks of my colleague, |Mr. 
Bennett,}] that Mrs. Nash is a very worthy 
woman, She lives only a few miles from my 
home. The pension is a small one, and I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. ENGLISH. There is on the Private Cal- 
endar a joint resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, for the relief of Francis 
M. Gwyn. I desire to ask the unanimous con- 
gent of the House to have the committee dis- 
chorged from the further consideration of the join: 
resolution for the purpose of having it passed. I 
am certain that no gentleman in the House will 
object to it when they have heard the statement 
of facts on which that joint resolution was 
founded. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I was going to suggest to 
the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Ene isu] and to 
the House, that instead of taking this joint reso- 
lution and acting upon it, we take up the Private 
Calendar and dispose of the bills that are on it. I 
am perfectly willing to have the joint resolution, 
to which the gentleman refers, acted on; but I 
think it better for us to take up the Private Calen- 
dar 30 as to do justice to every bill upon it. If the 
House consent, | will make a motion to that effect. 
I would say to my friend from Indiana, that | am 
as much inclined to indulge him as any other mem- 
ber of the House can be. But the question is, 
whether it is not better to act on my suggestion, 
take up the Private Calendar, and dispose of all 
the bills upon it. I throw out this suggestion for 
the consideration of the gentleman from Indiana, 
and of the House. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I hope the House will in- 
dulge me for two minutes only, in order that I 
may state the facts on which the joint resolution 
in question is founded. When the State of In- 
diana 

Mr. PENNINGTON, (interrupting.) I feel 
constrained to object to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. I have as much interest in 
some private claims on the Calendar, as that gen- 
tleman has. 


RAILROAD LANDS TO ALABAMA. 


The SPEAKER. Then the question is on sus- | 
pending the rules for the purpose of enabling the | 


gentieman from Alabama to move to discharge the 
Sommittee of the Whole on thestate of the Union 


from the further consideration of the following | 


bill: 


and a donation of land to the State of Alabama, 
in aid of the construction of the Coosa and Ten- 


ter’s Landing. 


Mr.COBB. Would it be in order, in the pecu- | 
liar position [ occupy, to ask the indulgence of the | 


House, to make a personal explanation, not to 


consume five minutes, and with the understanding | 
that the Chair may interrupt me at the expiration | 
of that time, if Ido not finish speaking before? | 


I trust the House will indulge me. 
Mr. WALSH. I object. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the | 
The question is | 


gentleman cannot proceed. 
upon suspending the rules. 


Mr. LETCHER. Upon that I demand the 


yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I call for the reading of the 
bill which the gentleman from Alabama proposes 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing. 
I believe that is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair briefl 
the gentleman from Alabama, (Mr. Coss,] the 
other day, that no gentleman would have the 
right to have this bill read upon the motion to 


stated to 


House bill (No. 34) granting the right of way | 


that particular bill. Such has been the practice. 
The €hair doubts exceedingly whether a mem- 
ber cannot demand the reading of a bill under 
such inconsistencies and if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania demands it, the Chair will thus far 
change his former decision, and decide that he has 
the right to have the bill read. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. With reluctance I appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. It will readily be 
perceived, if such is the ruling of the Chair, that 
any member, or any number of members of the 
House, who choose to embarrass and delay its 
proceedings 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I object to all debate. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. [appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. The point | make is this: that 
where a proposition is before the House, out of 
order, no one individual can apply to the House 
to have it read. A majority may order a prop- 
osition read, which is before the House in order; 
but where it is out of order 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The Chair, 
however, holds that it is in order, for the reason, 
that otherwise members would be voting in the 
dark upon the matter before them. Gentlemen 
have a right to know what it is they are called 
upon to suspend the rules for. Such is the decis- 
ion of the Chair, and from that the gentleman from 
North Carolina appeals. The question ts, ** Shall 


the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of | 


the House?”’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
appeal upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to, and the appeal was 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. BRIDGES. 
ing of the bill. 

The bill was accordingly read. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise toa 
question of privilege, a question affecting the 
records of this House. I charge that an altera- 
tion of an important bill of this House has been 
made since its engrossment. Il wish to call the 
attention of the House to it, that they may take 
such action as they think proper in the premises. 
The bill of this House, No. 346, ‘‘to aid the Ter- 
ritory of Minnesota in the construction of a rail- 
road,’’ which passed this House on the 20th of 
June last, | charge has been altered in an impor- 
tant particular since its engrossment; and, Mr. 
Speaker, with the permission of the House, I will 
state briefly some of the circumstances as they 
appear on the records before me—the original bill, 
the printed bill, and the engrossed bill. 

The bill as introduced here from the Committee 
on the Public Lands, was drawn up by a gentle- 
man from Minnesota, with whom I am well ac- 
quainted. Heconsulted with me very frequently in 
regard tosome of its provisions, and particularly in 
regard to the provisions which I charge have been 


I move to lay the 


I now insist upon the read- 


attempted to be altered. The Territory of Minne- || 


sota had chartered a company with most extraor- 
dinary powers. The grant from that Territory 
gave it all the lands which had been or should 
thereafter be granted by Congress to aid that Ter- 
ritory in the construction of a railroad. The char- 


|| ter of itself was a somewhatextraordinary one. It 


, | carri i the lands which Congress mig 
nessee river railroad, in said State, leading from || arried with it all gress might 


Gadsden to the Tennessee river, at or near Gun- | 


hereafter grant to the Territory of Minnesota for 
the purpose of constructing a railroad, and it was 


supposed by myself and others favorable to this | 
road, and who desired to see a grant of land for | 
| that purpose, that Congress would never pass a | 
| bill whose provisions would inure to a railroad | 
| company directly instead of to the Territory. I, | 
as well as gentlemen who had this matter in charge, | 


thought it could never pass this House without a 


|| provision guarding against such a charter. Hence, | 


a provision was inserted into the bill, as follows: 


“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said lands | 


hereby granted to the said Territory shall be subject to the 
disposal of any future Legislature thereof for the purpose 
aforesaid, and no other; nor shall they inure to the benefit 
of any company heretofore constituted or organized. ” 

In that way the original bill was framed, and 
for the purpose and with the intention of prevent- 
ing this company from receiving the benefit of 
this land. 

Well, sir, the first alteration—and it was made, I 
believe, by the committee—was to strike out the 
word ‘* future.”” The next alteration, and, on the 
first glance, it may be thought immaterial—though 





GLOBE. 


_has been made since the engrossment 
_ This company, atthe passage of the bil 


| granted to said ‘l'erritory shall be subjec 
| of any Legisiature for the purpose aforesa 


the word ** future ’’ was stricken out 
| mittee, as I understand. 


| heretofore constituted and organized.” 


it is far from being so, is the substitut 


J uly 


— 


conjunction ** and’ for “or.” [t ig helio - 
v 


may to be a vital alteration, and one that] Charge 


Of the bij, 
1, Not bein 

rect by this 
ence the 


AS altered, 


80 constituted and organized, they ex} 
alteration to hold the land under it, 
object, as I charge, of the alteration, 
the section reads as follows: 


“ind be it further enacted, That the said lands heres 
y 


t to the Gis pra 
id, and no on 


Bet Ween the word « any ”’ and “ Legislature” 


by the éom. 
‘Nor shall they inure to the benefit of any company 

The word ‘‘or’’ is stricken out and th 
‘‘and’’ written over where it was in a ¢ 
hand-writing. Thebill as introduced, and printed 
and passed here reads: ** Nor shall they inure tp 
the benefit of any company heretofore constituted 
or organized.” I have the engrossed bill before 
me, and any gentleman by looking at it can gee 
that the substitution of **and ”’ for * or ” has been 
made since the bill has been engrossed 


e word 
different 


L am 


| told by a gentleman, and member of: this House 


who has examined the bill on parchment in the 


| Office of the Secretary of State, that the same 


| acter of our proceedings. 


erasure and change is made there. 
Now, this isa matter vitally effecting the char. 
If our records are to be 


| changed, altered, and mutilated in this way, if the 


object of our legislation is to be perverted as here 


| in this case, there is no safety for any man, any 
bill, or any legislation. 


lam asked if®it makes any difference. | js 


| contended by the parties who hold this charter, 


not. 
| manner of doubt. 


that it does, and that it gives them the benefit of 
this grant, but my own opinion is that it does 
‘That that was the object in view I have no 
It is an alteration and mutils- 


| tion of a record of this House, and [ call upon the 
House to pass the following resolution. 


Mr. HENN. Inasmuch as I am upon the En- 


| rolling Committee, it is necessary for me to place 
| this matter right by making the following state. 


| ment. 


I havea distinct recollection that when 


| the bill was compared by the committee, the 


| original bill. 
| bill, and found that the word was stricken out 
| there. 


_ in regard to the word * future.” 
| lation to the other word **and,”’ and the mutia- 
tion of the record. 


| do not exactly understand. 





word ** future’? was not in it. 1 was surprised 
that it was not, because I knew it was in the 
Ithen went and got the original 


I do not know whether the word “ or” or 
‘‘and’”’? was in the bill when we compared it. 
But I recollect distinctly about the word “ future” 
not being in the bill, and on comparing it with the 
original, [ found it stricken out. 


Mr. WASHBURNE. There is no question 


It is only in re 


Mr. HENN. I would like to ask the gentle 
man from Illinois whether he understands the 
alteration was made since the bill was compared? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. I understand from the 
proper authority, that the alteration was mae 
after the bill had been sent from this House t 
the Senate. It is a House bill, and, of course, 
it must have been engrossed. 

Mr. HENN. The effect of this mutilation | 
I was somewhat sul- 
prised that the word * future”’ should be stricken 
out in the original bill, because I understood from 
the friends of the bill at the time it was originated 
that they desired that word to be retained. | sup- 
posed it passed in that way until I came to read 
the engrossed bill, and found the word “ future 
stricken out. 

The resolution offered by Mr. Wasnbuaxe 8 
then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of —— be ¥ 

inted for the purpose of inquiring whether the ‘ext of 

ouse bill 342 ‘ta aid the construction of a railroad in 
Territory of Minnesota’ was altered, or in any way¢ 
in its language subsequent to its engrossment, or passaz? 
in this House, without the authority of the House, and 
so, by whom and under what circumstances such change 
was made; and that said committee be empowered to 
for persons and papers, and to examine witnesses on 0a 
in the premises. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I would inquire wes 
the gentleman from Illinois could not effect his 0 


ject by referring this matter to the select comm 


tee ef which my colleague (Mr. Lercuen) * 


-- 
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